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PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of ru1e XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

3032. By Mr. ANGELL: Petition of sundry 
citizens of Portland, Oreg., asking for the en
actment of Senate bill 860; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

3033. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Law
rence County ·(Pa.) Pomona Grange, favor
ing the enactment of Senate bill 8€0, known 
as the Sheppard bill; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs . 

3034. Also, petit-ion of the Mahoning Val
ley Garden Club of Lawrence County, Pa., op
posing the destruction of Cook's Forest, 
Clarion County, Pa.; to the Committee on 
Flood Control. 

3035. Also, . petition of the Lawrence 
County (Pa.) Pomona Grange, urging the im
mediate suspension of the Agricultural Ad
justment Act, the Civilian Conservation 
Corps, National Youth Administration, and 
others, and the liquidation of their assets as 
fast as economically possible, thus saving mil
lions of dollars to our hard-pressed United 
States Treasury as well as releasing thou
sands of employees for more important war 
work; to the Committee on Apprcpriations . 

3036. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of Auto
motive Machinists, No. 1305, at San Francisco, 
Calif., relative to House bill 6486, a bill to in
crease the salaries of certain postal employ
ees; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

3037. By Mr. SMITH of Ohio: Petition of 
Ida L. Dye, of Findlay, Ohio, and the signa
tures of 65 of my constituents of Hancock 
County, Ohio, urging passage of the late Sen
ator Sheppard's bill, S . 860, as a contribution 
to a wholesome defense program and so give 
the young men of 1942 the protection their 
fathers had in 1917, viz, legal protection from 
the traffic in all alcoholic beverages and from 
commercialized prostitution in camp areas 
which threaten the health, morale, and effi
ciency of our defenders; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

3038. By the SPEAKER: Petition of Emmet 
H. Bozel, of Washington, D. C., and Leaven
worth, Kans., petitioning consideration · of 
his resolution with reference to his constitu
tional rights; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
TUESDAY, JUNE 9, 1942 

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m., 
and was ca!led to order by the Speaker. 
· The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont
gomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

In joy and in sorrow, in victory or 
defeat, in all times and occasions, be 
Thou our confidence and strength as we 
pray, our Father, in the name of our 
Master. · As Thou art one with all suf
ferers, the perplexed, and all in need, 
help us, 0 Lord, to walk in Thy ways. 
Waken. in our breasts the unutterable 
silences and may we follow the Good 
Shepherd into the green pastures of love 
and by the streams of blessed quietness. 
· Enable us to meet every demand with 
a just purpose and with a simple direct
ness, pledging ourselves, in all fidelity, to 
serve courageously and even to endure 
every challenge involved in our high call
ing. 0 Thou, who dost set keepers to 
guard the city of the soul, give -Thine
angels charge over our son.S of freedom 
on other soils and their sleepless mothers. 

Grant that the whispers of the divine 
voice may make the chambers. of affec
tion so holy that all gloom shall be soft
ened and great peace attained under the 
tutelage of our Saviour. In Thy name. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yes
terday was -read and apJ?roved. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Sundry messages in writing from the 
President of the United States were com
municated to the House by Mr. Miller, one 
of his secretaries, who also informed the 
House that on the following dates the 
President approved and signed bills and 
joint resolutions of the House of the fol
l.owing titles: 

On June 5, 1942: 
H. R. 69. An act to authorize the adjust

ment of land-ownership lines within the Gen
eral Grant grove section of the Kings Canyon 
National Park, Calif., in order to protect 
equities established by possession arising in 
conformity with a certain survey, and for 
other purposes; 

H . R. 488. An act for the relief of Kathryn 
0. Sweeney and others; 

H . R. 1162. An· act authorizing the Secre
tary of the Interior to accept the final home
stead proof submitted by Henry Martin Coff
man; 

H. R. 1E95. An act to authorize the addition 
of certain lands to the Plumas National For
est, Calif.; 

H. R. 1736. An act for the relief of Lillian 
Last; 

H. R. 1757. An act for the relief of James 
D. G . Alexander; 

H. R. 2307. An act validating a certain con
veyance, heretofore made by the Southern 
Pacific Railroad Co., a corporation, and its 
lessee, Southern Pacific Co., a corporation, in
volving certain portions of right-of-way in 
the town of Indio, in the county of Riverside, 
State of California, acquired under section 23 
of the act of March 3, 1871 (16 Stat'. 573); 

H . R. 2427. An act for the relief of George 
P. Crawford; 

H. R. 2730 . An act for the relief of Dorothy 
Silva; 

H. R. 2925 . An act for the relief of Wiley W. 
Watkins; 

H. R. 2934. An act for the relief of L. H. 
Martin; 

H. R. 3201. An act for the relief of Walter 
B. Williams, Jr .; . 

H. R. 3488. An act to provide that assistant 
or deput y heads of certain bureaus in the 
Department of the Interior shall be appointed 
under the civil-service laws, and for other 
purposes; 

H . R. 3937. An act to change the designation 
of the Fort Marion National Monument, in 
the St ate of Florida, and for other purposes; 

H . R. 4213. An act for the relief of persons 
in connection with the extraction of gold
bearing ore from the Ruck-a-Chucky Dam 
site; 

H. R. 4347. An act to authorize the sale of 
certain public lands in Alaska to the North 
Pacific Union Conference Association of Sev
enth-day Adventists; 

H. R. 4476. An act providing for sundry 
matters affecting the Military Establishment; 

H. R. 4526. An act for the relief of Joseph 
Donatelli and Rose Donatelli; 

H. R. 4629 . An act for the relief of Alfred 
Smith; 

H. R. 4676. An act to accept the cession by 
the Commonwealth of Kentucky of exclusive 
jurisdiction over the lands embraced within 
the Mammoth Cave National Park; to au
thorize the acquisition of additional lands 

· fur the park in accordance with the act of
May 25, 1926 (44 Stat. 635); to authorize the 
acceptance of donations of land for the de-

velopmen t of a proper en trance road to the 
park,- and for other purposes; 

H . R. 4733. An act to add certain lands to 
the Boise National Forest, the Salmon Na
tional Forest, and the Targhee National 
Forest in the State of Idaho; 

H. R. 5013. An act for the relief of James 
P. Crawford; 

H. R. 5016. An act to amend section 1 of the 
act approved August 19, 1937 (50 Stat. 700), 
entitled "An act to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to notify the State of Virginia 
that the United States assumes police juris
diction over the lands embraced within the 
Shenandoah National Park, and for other 
purposes"; 

H. R. 5142. An act to authorize the Secre
tary of the Interior to investigate the claims 
of any landowner or water user ·an the Owy
l;lee reclamation project, Oregon, arising in 
1940 by reason of a break in the North Canal 
of such project; 

H. R. 5210. An act for the relief of E. M. 
Conroy; 

H. R. 5287. An act relating to the transfer 
to the Secretary of . War of certain lands 
owned by the United States; 

H. R. 5394. An act to authorize the lease or 
sale of public lands for use in connection 
with the manufacture of arms, ammunition, 
and implements of war, etc.; 
- H. R. 5438. An act for the relief of the San 
Diego Gas & Electric Co.; 

H. R. 5484. An act for the Telief of the Tlin
git and Haida Indians of Alaska; 

H. R. 5490. An :1ct to authorize the Secre
tary of the Interior to quitclaim to the States 
of Oregon and California, respectively, all 
the right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to the lands of Goose Lake 
in Oragon and California; 

H. R . 552.7. An act for . the relief of Gerney 
M. Claiborne: 

H. R. 5636 . 'An act to expedite the settle
ment of claims and accounts incident to cer
tain agricultural adjustment programs, and 
for ether purposes; 

H. R. 5680 . An act for the relief of James 
M. Hays; · 

H . R. 5687. An act for the relief of Edwin 
L. Wade; 

H. R. 5713. An act for the relief of George 
W. Lyle under the jurisdiction of the United 
States Employees' Compensation Commis
sion: 

H. R. 5723. An act for the relief of Anna 
Danielson and Betty Tiedeman; 

H. R. 5772. An act for the relief of Glenn 
A. Hoss; 

H. R. 5778. An act for the relief of Luther 
Tench and Mrs. Mildred Farmer Tench; 

H. R. 5847. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Julia Campbell; 

H. R. 5910. An act for the relief of the 
legal guardian of Rudolph Treiber, Jr., a 
minor; 

H . R. 6102. An act confirming the · claim of 
Augustin Dominique Tureaud for the Church 
of St. Jacques to certain lands in the State 
of Louisiana, parish of St. James, said claim 
being listed as No . 392; 

H. R. 6365. An act for the relief of Com
mander Cato D. Glover; 

H. R. 6625 . An act granting the consent of 
Congress to an amendment to the Constitu
tion of the State of New Mexico, providing a 
method for executing leases for grazing and 
agricultural purposes on lands granted or 
confirmed to the State of New Mexico by the 
act of Congress approved June 20, 1910; 

H. R. 6646, An act 'lo provide that the un
explained absence of any individual for 7 
years shall be deemed sufficient evidence of 
death for the purpose of laws administered 
by the Veterans' Administration; 

H. R. 6748. An act for the relief of Fred 
Farner and Doris M. Schroeder; 

H. R. 7008. An act to authorize the Recon
' struction Finance Corporation to issue notes, 

bonds, and debentures in the sum of $5,000,-
000,000 in excess or· existing authority; 
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H. R. 7097. An act to amend section 1 of the 

act entitled "An act to authorize the Phila- · 
delphia, Baltimore & Washington Raili:·oad 
Co. to extend its present track connection 
with the United States navy yard so as to 
provide adequate railroad facilities in con
nection with the development of Buzzards 
Point as an industrial area in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes," approved 
June 18, 1932 ( 47 Stat. 322) , as amended by 
the act approved June 20, 1939 (53 Stat. 849); 

H. J. Res. 314. Joint resolution making an 
additional appropriation for the marine and 
war-risk insurance fund; 
. H. J. Res. 319. Joint resolution declaring 

that a state of war exists between the Gov
ernment of Bulgaria and the Government and 
the people of the United States and making 
provisions to prosecute the same; 
- H. J . Res. 320. Joint resolution declaring 
that a state of war exists between the Gov
ernmant of Hungary and the Government and 
the people of the United States and making 
provisions to prosecute the same; and 

H. J . Res. 321. Joint resolution declaring 
that a state of war exists between the ·Gov
ernment of Rumania and the Government 
and the people of the ·United States and 
making provisions to prosecute the same. 

On June 6, 1942.: 
H. R. 2685. An act to authorize · the dispo

sition of recreational demonstration projects, 
and for other purpo~es; 

H. R. 6502. An act to change the name of 
the Black Warrior National Forest to the 
William B. Bankhead National Forest; and 

H. R. 6797. An act for the relief of the estate 
Of Tom Gentry. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by ·Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a bilf of the House of the fol
lowing title: 

H. R. 7036. An act to authorize the attend
ance of the Marine Band at the fifty-second 
annual reunion of the United Confederate 
Veterans to be held at Chattarlooga, Tenn., 
June 23 to 26, inclusive, 1942. 

. The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, a bill of the House of the fol-
lowing title: , 
· H. R. 7041. An act making appropriations 

fpr the government of the District of Colmn
bia and other activities chargeable in whole 
or in part against the revenues of such Dis
trict for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Vice President had appointed Mr. BARK
LEY and Mr. BREWSTER members of the 
Joint Select Committee on the part of 
the Senate, as provided for in the act of 
August 5, 1939, entitled "An act to pro
vide for the disposition of certain records 
of the United States Government for the 
disposition of executive papers in the fol
lowing departments and agencies: 

1. Department of Agriculture. 
2. Department of the Interior. 
3. Civil Service Commission. 
4. Interstate Commerce Commission. 
5. Railroad Retirement Board. 

PREFERENCE RIGHT. TO CERTAIN OIL AND 
GAS LESSEES 

. Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. Mr. Speak
er, I ask unanimous consent. to take.from 
the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 6071, 
to grant a preference right to certain oil 

LXXXVIII--318 

and gas lessees, -with a Senate amend
ment thereto, disagree to the Senate 
amendment and ask for a conference. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
· The SPEAKER. Is there obje.ction to 

the request of the gentleman from Utah 
[Mr. ROBINSON]? 

There was no objection, and the 
Speaker appointed the following con
conferees on the part of the House: 
Messrs. ROBINSON of Utah, WHITE, and 
ENGLEBRIGHT. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. HILL of Washington. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Appendix -of the 
REcORD and to include an address by 
Commissioner John C. Page before the 
National Rivers and Harbors Congress at 
the Congress Hotel, Chicago, on May 30, 
1942. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wash
ington [Mr. HILL 1 ? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HILL of Washington. Mr. Speak

er, I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the RECORD and to in
clude therein a statement I made before 
the joint committee in the hearing on 
the Columbia River power bill, H. R. 6889, 
this morning. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wash
ington [Mr. HILL]. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker; I 

ask unanimouS consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and to include an 
article by a former Member of this House, 
William S. Bennet, of New York, presi
dent of the Empire State Society, Sons 
of the American Revolution. His article 
is on Flag Day. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. WADSWORTH]? 
. There was no objection. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous cqnsent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and to include a 
speech of the president general of the 
American Irish Historical Society. 
. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

t]:le request of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. GILLIE]? 

·There was no objection. 
INDIANA LEADS IN OVERSUBSCRIPTION 

OF MAY WAR BONDS 

Mr. GILLIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
imous consent to address the House for 
1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Indi
ana [Mr. GILLIE]? . 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GILLIE. Mr. Speaker, if mem

bers of the Hoosier delegation are strut
ting a bit today, or if our chests are some
what expanded, there is a very good rea-

. son for it. For the announcement has 

. just been made that Indiana led all other 
' States of the Union in War Bond sales 
· for May, oversubscribing its quota by 15 
· percent. 

The following news story, which I be
lieve should be printed in the RECORD in 

capital letters, is a source of pride to all 
Hoosiers and a challenge to the patriot
ism and generosity of all other Ameri
cans: 

· [From the Fort Wayne (Ind.) News-Sentinel 
of Saturday, June 6, 1942] 

INDIANA LEADS IN OVERSUBSCRIPTION OF MAY WAR 
BONDS 

INDIANAPOLIS, June 6.-Indiana led all other 
States in the Nation's May War Bond sales by 
exceeding its quota 15 percent, Wray E. Flem
ing, State administrator of the war saving 
staff, announced today . 

With the highest percentage of oversub
scription, the State marked up a sales total 
of $14,252,399.26. One of the 116 reporting 
units still <nust be added to this total. The 
May quota for the State was $12,894,300. 

The State's quota for June has been set at 
$14,876,200, almost $2,000,000 higher than that 
for May, Fleming said. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the RECORD and include therein 
a ·short article on the Alaskan Highway 
by Richard Neuberger. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the . request of the gentleman from 
Oregon? 
. There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my own remarks in the RECORD and 
include therein a statement I made be
fore the House Committee on the Civil 
Service, and also a letter and a telegram 
from a constituent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speall.:er, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my own remarks in the REcORD and 
include therein a radio address I delivered 
last night. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
. Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 

r,sk unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include there
in an address I made with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. ELIOT] last 
night, in opposition to the repeal of the 
poll tax. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BRYSON. Mr. Speaker, on Sat

urday last, at the observance of the one 
hundred and thirty-fourth birthday of 
Jefferson Davis, I delivered an address 
in the rotunda of the Capitol. I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the RECORD and include therein 
that address. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Carolina? 

There was no objection . 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask . 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include there
in a brief poem. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
souri? 

There was no objection. 
(Mr. WICKERSHAM a.sked and was given 

permission to extend his own remarks in 
the RECORD.) 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include 
therein an editorial relating to the fact · 
that four sons of President Roosevelt are 
on the fighting front. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Okla
homa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 

Speaker, I a.Sk unanimous consent to ex
tend my own remarks in the RECORD and 
include therein two editorials. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich
igan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GEHRMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include there
in an article which appeared in the 
Washington Daily News of June 5, writ
ten by William Philip Simms. It is en
titled "Finland's Status." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis
consin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the RECORD and include 
therein a recent editorial appearing in 
the Saturday Evening Post. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on tomorrow, at 
the conclusion of the legislative program 
of the day and following any special or
ders heretofore entered, I may be per
mitted to address the House for 20 min
utes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION 

BILL, 1943 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the bill <H. R. 6430) making appro
priations for the executive office and sun
dry independent executive bureaus, 
boards, commissions, and offices, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for 
other purposes, and ask unanimous con
sent that the statement be read in lied 
of the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection 

to the request of the gentleman from 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement. 

The conference report and statement 
are as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committe. of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6430) making appropriations for the Execu
tive Office and sundry independent executive 
bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices, for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and 
free conference, have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend
ments numbered 1, 29, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 
and 83. 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2, 5, 6, 10, 14, 15, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 
25, 26, 27, 28, 35, 38, 43, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 
51, 52, 54, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 
67, 68, 69, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 84, 85, 86, 
87, 89, 90, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 
101, 102, l03, 104, 105, 106, 108, 109, 110, 112, 
116, 117, 118, 119, 120, and 123, and agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amend
ment insert the following: "$534,422: Pro
vided, That no part of the funds appropriated 
under this item shall be used for the per
formance of any functions or duties other 
than the functions heretofore authorized by 
law to be performed by the Federal Employ
ment Stabilization Board"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
Restore the matter stricken out by said 
amendment amended to read as follows: 

"National defense activities: For expenses 
necessary for the planning activities of the 
Natio1;1al Resources Planning Board in the in
terest of national defense, including personal 
services in the District of Columbia and else
where; contract stenographic reporting serv
ices; purchase of books of reference · and 
periodicals; expenses of attendance at meet
ings concerned with development, conserva
tion, and use of the resources ,of the Nation; 
traveling expenses; transfer of household 
goods and effects as provided by the Act of 
October 10, 1940, and regulations promul
gated thereunder; payment of actual trans
portation expenses and not to exceed $10 per 
diem in lieu of subsistence and other ex
penses of persons serving, while away fro~ 
their homes without other compensation 
from the United States, in an advisory ca
pacity to the Board; purchase of office equip
ment and supplies without regard to section 
3709 of the Revised Statutes when the 
amount involved in any case does not exceed 
$50, and not to exceed $50,000 for temporary 
employment of persons or organizations by 
contract or otherwise without regard to said 
section 3709; or classification laws, $200,000, 
of which not to exceed $20,000 shall be avail
able for printing and binding. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 8: That the House 

recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree .to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$4,394,-
632"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree · 

to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$5,500,-
000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert $119,788,-
628"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 31, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
Restore the matter stricken out by said 
amendment and in line 3 of the restored mat
ter strike out "$270,535" and insert in lieu 
thereof "$200,000"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$1,375,-
000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amend
ment insert "$854,998"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. -

Amendment numbered 37: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as fol
lows: In lieu of the matter stricken out 
and inserted insert the following: ": Pro
vided further, That not exceeding $90.000 
of the sum herein authorized shall be ex
p{mded in the District of Columbia for pur_ 
poses of the Public Relations and Education 
Division"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows~ 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$13,500,-
000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 40: That the House 
recede from fts disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 40, and agree 
to .the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amend
ment, insert the following "$600,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 41 , and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out and in
serted insert the following: "Provided fur
ther, That except for the limitations in 
amounts hereinbefore specified, and the re
strictions in respect to travel expenses, the 
administrative expenses and other obliga
tions of the Corporation shall be incurred, 
allowed, and paid in accordance with the 
provisions of said Home Owners' Loan Act 
or 1933, as amended (12 U. S. C. 1461-1468) "; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 42: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 42. and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$10,311,-
292"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
Restore the matter stricken out amended to 
read as follows: ", and not to exceed $500 
for periodicals and newspapers"; and the Sen
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 53: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree 
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to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment 
insert "$1:l5,000"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$1,100,-
000"; and the s .enatE! agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 56: That the House 
recede from its diSagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 56, and agree 

· to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$600,000"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 70: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 70, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend
ment insert the following: "law books, books 
of reference, and not to exceed $100 for peri
odicals"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 88: That the House . 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 88, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$9,068,-
677"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 91: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 91, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$9,504,-
192"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 107: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 107, and agree 
to the same with an amendment. as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend
ment insert the following: "for traveling ex
penses not to exceed $16,200,"; and the Sen
ate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 111: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 111, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
Restore the matter stricken out by said 
amendment, amended to read as follows: 
"purchase as provided by section 6 of the 
Act approved April 28, 1942 (Public Law Num
bered 527) ,"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 121; That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 121, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend
ment insert the following: 

"SEc. 5. Where appropriations in this Act 
are expendable for travel expenses and no 
specific limitation has been placed thereon, 
the expenditures for travel expenses may not 
exceed the amount set forth therefor in the 
budget estimates submitted for the appro
priations." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 122: That the House 

recede from its disagreement to the · amend
ment of the Senate numbered 122, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend
ment, insert the following: 

"SEc. 6. Where appropriations in this Act 
are expendable for the purchase of news
papers and periodicals and no specific limita
tion has been placed thereon. the expendi
tures therefor under each such appropriation 
may not exceed the amount of $50, but this 
limitation shall not apply to the Office of 
Government Reports and the Selective Serv
ice System: Provided, That this limitation 
shall not apply to the purchase of scientific, 
technical, trade, or traffic periodicals neces
sary in connection with the ryerformance of 

the authorized functions of the agencies for 
which funds are herein provided." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
The committee of conference report in dis

agreement amendments numbered 7, 9, 11, 13, 
17, 18, 24, 30, 32, 34, 113, 114, and 115. 

C. A. WOODRUM, 
JAMES M. FITZPATRICK, 
JoHN M. HOUSTON, 
JOE STARNES, 
JOE HENDRICKS, 
R. B. WIGGLESWORTH, 
EVERETT M. DIRKSEN, 
FRANCIS CASE, 

Managers on the par.t of the House. 
CARTFR GLASS, 
RICHARD B. RUSSELL, 
THEODORE FRANCIS GREEN, 
KENNETH MCKELLAR, 
GERALD P. NYE, 
WALLACE H. WHITE, JR., 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill H. R. 6430, making appro
priations for the executive bureaus, boards, 
commissions, and offices, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for other purposes, 
submit the following statement in explana
tion of the effect of the action agreed upon 
and recommended in the accompanying con
ference re}..ort as to each of such amend
ments, namely: 

Amendment No. 1: Eliminates the pro
posal of the Senate providing for the salary 
of the Director of the Bureau of the Budget 
at the rate of $12,000 per annum. 

Amendments Nos. 2, 3, and 4, relating to 
the National Resources Planning Board: Ap
prop tates $534,422 for salaries and expenses 
of the Board, instead of $400,000, as proposed 
by the Senate and $668,845, as proposed by 
the House, and includes the language of the 
Senate restricting the functions of the Board 
to work authorized by law to be performed 
by the Federal Employment Stabilization 
Board. Funds for national defense activities, 
proposed by the House, and eliminated by the 
Senate, are restored to provide $200;000 for 
this purpose, including not to exceed $50,000 
for temporary employment without regard to 
certain laws; and $20,000 for printing and 
binding. 

Amendments Nos. 5 and 6, relating to the 
Office of Government Reports: Appropriates 
$1,075,000 for salaries and expenses, and 
$18,730 for printing and binding, as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $1,475,000 and 
$25,000, respectively, as proposed by the 
House. 

Amendment No. 8: Corrects a total. 
Amendments Nos. 10, 12, 14, 15, and 16, 

relating to the Civil Service Commission: 
Limits the amounts which may be expended 
for travel from the regular appropriation for 
salaries and expenses to $130,356, and from 
national defense funds to $412,020, as pro
posed by the Senate; appropriates $5,500,000 
for salaries and expenses under the regular 
salary appropriation, instead of $5,000,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, and $5,861,527, as 
proposed by the House; provides $7,446,128 
for salaries and expenses, national defense, as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of $7,491,-
908, as proposed by the House; and corrects 
the total of funds appropriated to the Civil 
Service Commission. · 

Amendments Nos. 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 25, 
relating to the Federal Communications 
Commission: Limits the amount which may 
be expended for travel from regular sal
aries and expense funds to $52,110, as pro
posed by the Senate; appropriates $2,000,000 

for regular salaries and expenses, of which 
$1,218,260 may be expended for personal serv
ices in the District of Columbia, as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $2,300,000, of which 
$1,401,500 may be expended in the District 
of Columbia, as proposed by the House; limits 
the amount which may be expended for 
travel from the appropriation for salaries and 
expenses, national defense, to $112,140, as pro
posed by the Senate; appropriates $2,655,11)9 
for salaries and expenses, national defense, 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of $2,667,-
619, as proposed by the House; and corrects 
the total of funds appropriated to the Com
mission, as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 26, 27, and 28, relating 
to administrative expenses, Office of the Ad
ministrator, Federal Loan Agency: Provides 
$241,575, for administrative expens·es, as pro
posed by the Senate, instead of $250,000, as 
proposed by the House; eliminates funds for 
the purcr.ase of newspapers and attendance 
at meetings, as proposed by the Senate; and 
provides $10,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $15,000, as proposed by the House, 
for temporary .employment without regard 
to section 3709 of the Revised Statutes. 

Amendment No. 29, relating to the Elec
tric Home and Farm Authority: Provides 
$200,000 for salaries and administrative ex
penses, as proposed by the House, instead of 
$150,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 31, relating to the Export
Import Bank of Washington: Restores the 
paragraph proposed to be eliminated by the 
Senate and amends the amount made avail
able for administrative expenses so as to 
provide $200,000 for such purpose, instead of 
$270,535, as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 33, relating to the Federal 
Home Loan 'Bank Board: Appropriates 
$1,375,000 for administrative expenses, in
stead of $1,500,938, as proposed by the 
House, and $1,250,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 35, 36, and 37, relating 
to the Federal Housing Administration: Pro
vides $14,621,499 for administrative expenses, 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$15,041,343, as proposed by the House, limits 
the amount which may be expended for 
travel expenses to $854,998, instead of 
$806,837, as proposed by the Senate; restores 
the language of the House limiting the 
amount which may be expended for public 
relations and education division work in the 
District of Columbia, amended to provide that 
not exceeding $90,000 shall be expended for 
such purpose; strikes out the proposal of the 
Senate prohibiting the use of any funds in 
the District of Columbia for public relations 
and education work; and eliminates the pro
vision of the House making $50,000 available 
for tests by the Bureau of Standards in con
nection with the development of suitable 
materials for low cost housing. 

Amendment No. 38, relating to the Fed
eral Savings and Loan Insurance Corpora
tion: Provides $400,000 for administrative ex
penses of this agency, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $450,443, as proposed by 
the House. 

Amendments Nos. 39, 40, and 41, relating to 
the Home Owners' Loan Corporation: Pro
vides $13,500,000 for administrative expenses, 
instead of $15,153,712, as proposed by the 
House, and $12,000,000, as proposed by the 
Senate; limits the amount which may be ex
pended for travel expenses to $600,000, in
stead of $580,000, as proposed by the Senate; 
strikes out the proposal of the House mak
ing $50,000 available for tests by the Bureau 
of Standards in connection with the develop
ment of materials for low cost housing, as 
proposed by the Senate; restores the provi
sion of the House setting forth the statute 
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under which the administrative expenses and 
other obligations of the Corporation shall be 
incurred, etc., eliminating the proposal of the 
Senate with reference thereto; and strikes 
out the proposal of the Senate prohibiting 
the use of funds for the maintenance of 
regional offices. 

Amendments Nos. 42, 43, and 44, relating 
to the Reconstruction Finance Corporation: 
Provides $10,311,292 for administrative ex~ 
penses, instead of $10,335,292, as proposed by 
the House-, and $10,310,792, as proposed by 
the Senate; limits the amount which may 
be expended for travel expense to $207,000, 
as proposed by the Senate; and restores the 
language of the House with reference to the 
purchase of periodicals and newspapers, lim~ 
iting the amount available for that purpose 
to $500. 

Amendments Nos. 45, 46, 47, 48, and 49, 
relatiiig to the Federal Power Commission: 
Limits the amount which may be expended 
for travel expenses from regular appropria~ 
tions to $166,500, provides $2,000,000, for 
salaries and expenses of which $1,000,000 
shall be available for personal services in the 
District of Columbia, instead of $2,303,125, 
and $1,217,500, respectively, as proposed by 
the House; and corrects two totals; all as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment Nos. 50, 51, and 52, relating to 
the Federal Trade Commission: Limits the 
amount which may be expended for travel 
expense to $124,380, as proposed by the 
Senate; appropriates $2,000,000 as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $2,252,224, as pro~ 
posed by the House, for salaries and ex~ 
penses; and corrects the total. 

Amendments -Nos. 53, 54, 55 and 56, relat
ing to general administrative expenses, Pub~ 
lie Buildings Administration: Limits the 
amount which may be expended for travel 
expenses to $135,000, instead of $225,000, as 
proposed by the Senate; strikes out the 
authorization for the use of funds for at~ 
tendance at meetings, as proposed by the 
Senate; and appropriates $1,100,000 for this 
activity, of which not to exceed $600,000 may 
be expended for personal services in the Dis~ 
trict of Columbia, instead of $1,226,540 and 
$707,090, respectively, as proposed by the 
House, and $1,000,000 and $500,000, respec~ 
tively, as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 57, r~lating to salaries and 
expenses, public buildings and grounds in 
the District of Columbia and adjacent area: 
Appropriates $19,656,500, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $17,656,500, as proposed by 
the House. 

Amendments Nos. 58, 59, and 60, relating 
to the Public Roads Administration: Appro
priates $16,700,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $22,000,000, as proposed by the 
House, for elimination of grade crossings, 
strikes out the paragraph in the House bill 
providing $500,000 for public lands highways, 
as proposed by the Senate; and corrects the 
total. 

Amendments Nos. 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67 
and 68, relating to the United States Housing 
Authority: Provides $4,277,132 for salaries and 
expenses, as proposed · by the Senate, instead 
of $4,526,930, as proposed by the House; lim
its the amount available for traveling ex
penses to $243,993; strikes out provisions in 
the House bill for the purchase of automo
biles, the purchase of books, etc., attendance 
at meetings, the preparation and transporta
tion of exhibits, the employment of persons 
or organizations without regard to Saction 
3709 of the Revised Statutes, the use of funds 
for informational and educational purposes, 
and for tests in connection with the de
velopment of materials for use in low cost 
housing, and prohibits the use of funds for 
informatioi,al service functions, all as pro
posed by the Senate. The sum of $13,000,000 
is provided for annual contributions, as pro
posed by the Senate, instead of . $15,000,000, 
~s proposed by the House. 

Amendments Nos. 69, 70, 71, 72 and 73, 
relating to the General Accounting Office: 
Limits the amount which may be expended 
for travel expenses to $145,845, as proposed 
by the Senate; restores the language of the 
House w_ith reference to the purchase of law~ 
books, books of reference, and periodicals, 
amended to provide that not to exceed $100 
may be expended for periodicals; makes $100,-
000 of the appropriation for contingent ex~ 
penses and $12,000 for printing and binding 
immediately available as proposed by the 
Senate; and corrects the total. 

Amendments Nos. 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 
81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, and 91, 
relating to the 'Interstate Commerce Com
mission: These amendments place specific 
restrictions on the amounts which may be 
expended for travel expenses. The House con
ferees have agreed to such limitations with 
the exception of amendments 78 to 83, inclu- · 
sive, with reference to safety of employees, 
signal safety systems, and locomotive inspec
tion and the restrictions are eliminated in 
connection with these items. 

Amendments Nos. 92, 93, 94, 95 and 96, 
relating to the National Advisory Committee 
for Aeronautics: Limits the amount available 
for travel expenses to $59,328, and adjusts 
the total amount available for salaries and 
expenses due to such limitation, as proposed 
by the Senate.; appropriates $7,071,000 as pro
posed by the Senate, instead of $3,000,000, as 
proposed by the House for an aircraft engine 
research laboratory; strikes out the provision 
in the House bill increasing the limit of 
cost of such laboratory; and corrects the 
total. 

Amendments .Nos. 97, 98, 99 and 100, re~ 
lating to the National Archives: Limits the 
amount available for travel expenses to $4,-
400, and strikes out the authorization of 
funds for expenses of attendance at meet-

. ings, as proposed by the Senate; appropriates 
$1,032,725, as proposed by the. Senate, in
stead of $1,134,325, as proposed by the House, 
for salaries and expenses; and corrects the 
total. 

Amendments Nos. 101, 102, and 103, relat
ing to the National Capital Park and Plan
ning Commission: Appropriates $200,000 for 
this activity, as proposed by the Senate, in
stead of $900,000, as proposed by the House. 

.Amendments Nos. 104, 105, and 106, relating 
to the Securities and Exchange Commission: 
Limits the amount available for travel ex
penses to $270,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
appropriates $4,8c0,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $5,380,000, as proposed by 
the House, and corrects the total. 

Amendments Nos. 107, 108, and 109, relating 
to the Tariff Commission: Limits the amount 
available for travel expenses to $16,200, as 
proposed by the Senate; appropriates $853,-
200, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$810,000, as proposed by the House, for sal
aries and expenses, and corrects the total. 

Amendments Nos. 110, 111, 112, relating to 
the Tennessee Valley Authority: Provides for 
the construction of terminals on the Tennes
see River, as proposed by the Senate; restores 
the provision of the House permitting the 
purchase of automobiles amended to require 
compliance with section 6 of the act of April 
28, 1942; and limits the amount expendable 
for travel to $615,236, as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 116, 117, 118, and 119: 
Provides that the construction fund of the 
United States Maritime Commission shall be 
rvaiiable for loans to contractors and sub
contractors in accordance with and to carry 
out Executive Order 9112; provides funds for 
the support of a marine school in Maine; and 
corrects a total; all as proposed by tl:J.e Senate. 

Amendment No. 120: Excepts citizens of 
the Philippines from the requirements of sec
tion 3 of the bill relating to citizenship. 

Amendment No. 121: Inserts the provision 
of the Senate limiting expenditures for travel 
to the Budget estimates submitted therefor. 

Amendment No. 122: Inserts the provision 
of the Senate limiting expenditures for news
papers and periodicals, amended so as to per
mit the purchase of scientific, technical, 
trade, or traffic periodicals necessary in con
nection with performance of the -authorized 
functions of the agencies involved. 

Amendment No. 123: Corrects a section 
number. 

Amendments reportea in flisagreement 
The following amendments are reported in 

disagreement by the committee of -:onference: 
Amendment No. 7, providing that appro

priations in the bill for the Office of Govern
ment Reports shall not be supplemented from 
any other source by funds in excess of $600,-
000. 

Amendments Nos. 9, 11, and 13, relating to 
the Board of Legal Examiners, Qivil Service 
Commission. 

Amendments Nos. 17 and 18, relating to the 
Alley Dwelling Authority. 

Amendment No. 24, relating to payment of 
compensation to Goodwin Watson, an em

'ployee of the Federal Communications Com
mission. 

Amendment No. 30, relating to the Electric 
Home and Farm Authority. 

Amendment No. 32, relating to travel ex
penses, Federal Home Loan Bank Board. 

Amendment No. 34, relating to the laws 
under which expenditures of the Federal 
Home Loan Bank Board shall be administered. 

Amendments Nos. 113 and 114, relating to 
the Tennessee Valley Authority. 

Amendment No. 115, relating to the use of 
funds of the Maritime Commission for the 
construction of barges to be used in the trans
portation of oil, gasoline, and so forth. 

C. A. WOODRUM, 
JAMES M. FITZPATRICK, 

!
JOHN M. HOUSTON, 
JOE STARNES, 
JOE HENDRICKS, 
R. B. WIGGLESWORTH, 
EVERE'l"l' M. DIRKSEN, 
FRANCIS CASE, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, there is no controversy, so far 
as I know, about anything embodied in 
the conference report. It is a unani
mous report. There are several amend
ments that will come up afterward about· 
which there will probably be some discus
sion, but, so far as the conference report 
is concerned, I do not see why we should 
not dispense with the further - reading 
of the statement, and therefore, Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
'the further reading of the statement be 
dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Virgin~a? 

There was no objection. 
VETO MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

OF THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 
778) 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following veto message from the 
President of the United States: 

To the House of Representatives: 
I return herewith, without my ap

proval, H. R. 5329, a bill "for the relief 
of J. J. Mcintosh." 

It is the purpose of the bill to pay the 
sum of $300 to J. J. Mcintosh, of Bex
ley, Miss., in settlement of his claim 
against the United States on account of 
the li.amage to his automobile as a result 
of an accident which occurred on April 
12, 1940, near Leakesville, Miss. 
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The claimant was appointed as a 

census enumerator in his locality in 
Mississippi on- April 9, and on April 12 
he received a request from his supervisor 
to report at Leakesville, some 12 miles 
distant from his home, for a conference. 
At the conclusion of the conference, 
while the claimant was en route to his 
home, his automobile was run into by a 
drunken driver, resulting in the complete 
demolition of the claimant's car, and 
resulting in a certain injury to the claim
ant. The claim was filed with the Em
ployees' Compensation Commission for 
the personal injury sustained, as a result 
of which the claimant was paid an 
amount of $144.44. 

The contract of employment of the 
claimant did not require the use of his 
privately owned automobile. Since he 
could have employed other means of 
transportation, he was using his car on 
the night in question as a matter of per
sonal convenience. Obviously, the Gov
ernment is neither legally nor morally 
responsible as the insurer of the private 
property of an employee, especially .when 
the property is used for the convenience 
of the employee. 

I regret, therefore, that I do not feel 
that I would be justified in giving the bill 
my approval. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 9, 1942. 

The SPEAKER. The objections of the 
President will be spread at large upon 
the Journal and the message, together 
with the accompanying documents, re
ferred to the Committee on Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 
COLUMBIA BOAT & BARGE SYSTEM, INC. 

(H. DOC. ·No. 779) 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following veto message from the 
President of the United States: 

To the House of Representatives: 
I return herewith, without my ap

proval, H. R. 4999, a bill to confer juris
diction upon the United States District 
Court for the District of Oregon to de
termine and render judgment for any 
losses suffered by the Columbia Boat & 
Barge System, Inc. 

It appears to be claimed by the Co
lumbia Boat & Barge System, Inc., that 
early in 1933 its representatives made 
inquiries of the United States district 
engineer at Portland, and of the Super
intendent of Lighthouses, whether it was 
feasible for the company to engage in 
transportation by boat and barge to and 
from the upper Columbia River district. 
The claimant asserts that it received 
assurances in the affirmative, and that it 
proceeded to expend moneys in build
ing up an organization for that purpose 
and to obtain contracts for the trans
portation of wheat. 

It further appears from the War De
partment reports that on April 11, 1933, 
a break occurred in the Dalles-Celilo 
Canal, which empties into the Columbia 
River. Navigation was not restored in 
the canal until November 1934. It is 
asserted by the claimant that this cir
cumstance prevented it from transport-

ing wheat by barge from the upper part 
of the State of Washington. The claim
ant seems to contend that there were 
negligence and undue delay on the part 
of the Government in repairing the break 
in the canal, and asserts a claim against 
the Government for moneys expended 
by it in preparing to operate, and for 
profits which it failed to make because 
of the closing of the canal. 

The bill under consideration, unlike 
other private jurisdictional bills, would 
not merely waive the immunity of the 
United States to suit and afford a judicial 
remedy on the same basis as though the 
United States were a private individual 
or corporation bu~ would go as far as 
establishing and assuming liability on 
the part of the Government and remit
ting the matter to the Court of Claims 
merely for the purpose of computing the 
amount due. 

The alleged losses said to have been 
sustained by the claimant were similar 
to those that might have been suffered 
b; any member of the public who had 
expected and planned to use the canal 
for the purposes of navigation and fou~d 
it impossible to do so because of the 
closure of the canal resulting from a 
break. Even if it were the fact that the 
Government could have repaired the 
canal much sooner than it did, as is con
tended by the claimant, this fact is not 
sufficient to justify the payment of losses 
to a prospective user O- the waterway, 
Were it to assume liability in this in
stance, the Government might be con
fronted with other similar claims on the 
part of other prospective users of the 
canal, and might also be presented with 
claims on the part of other individuals 
who claim to have suffered by reason of 
dehiy of governmental action. The sit
uation presented in claims of this type is 
entirely different from that involved in 
claims for personal injuries of property 
damage caused by the negligence of a 
Government officer or employee under 
circumstances in which a private em
ployer would be liable for the acts of his 
agents or employees. 

In view of the foregoing circumstances, 
I am constrained to reach the conclusion 
that the Government should not assume 
the liability contemplated by this legisla
tion. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 
The WHITE HOUSE, June 9, 1942. 

The SPEAKER. The objections of the 
President will be spread at large upon 
the Journal and the message, together 
with the accompanying documents, re
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the RECORD and to insert therein 
a telegram which I have today received 
from Walter L. Pierpont, president of the 
Association of Omaha Taxpayers, and 
the reply I have sent to the telegram. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ne
braska? 

There was no objection. 

INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION 
BILL, 1943 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, the Senate adopted about 123 
amendments to the conference report on 
the independent offices appropriation bill. 
We have worked them over very carefully 
and have agreed on all but 13, which 
come back in disagreement and will be 
considered after we have disposed of the 
conference report. 

The bill, as it passed the Senate, was 
$16,150,459 above the Budget estimate. 
If the motions which the House con
ferees shall make with respect to the bill 
are adopted by the House and the bill 
enacted in that form, it will be $19,-
002,303 below the Budget estimates. So 
far as I know there are no controversies 
embodied in the conference report itself. 
As I previously stated, there are several 
other matters in technical disagreement 
which we will take up after the confer
ence report is disposed of. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WIGGLESWORTH]. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 
I will take just a minute for the purpose 
of emphasizing my satisfaction in the 
fact that this bill, as recommended by 
the conferees to the House, is some $14,-
000,000 below the House figures and over 
$19,000,000 below the Budget figures. 

It seems to me this is about the first 
time in the melllory of man that an im
portant appropriation bill bas come back 
to the House with substantial reductions 
below the House figures. It is not a long 
step, but, · certainly, it is a step in the 
right direction. We may say it is at 
least a short step in the direction of the 
elimination of nonessential expenditures 
in order that every possible dollar may 
be available for our all-out war effort. 

The following figures give the picture: 
The bill, as passed by the House, was 

under Budget $5,119,115. · 
The bill, as passed by the Senate, was 

under Budget $19,964,653. 
The bill, as recommended by the Con

ferees, is under Budget $19,002,303. 
The amount of Budget estimates, $2,-

109,887,431.66. 
Amount of bill, as recommended by 

Congress, $2,090,885,128.66. 
Bill is under Budget estimates by $19,-

002,303 . . 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 

Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the conference report. 

The conference report was ·agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the first amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 7: Page 7, line 10, insert 

"The t~.ppropriations herein made for the 
Office of Government Reports shall not be 
supplemented by funds from any sour.ce ag
gregating in excess of $600 ,000 during the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943." 

Mr . . WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gentle· 
man from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN]. 
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Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, the 
pending amendment deals with the Office 
of Government Reports. The House gave 
this agency $1,475,000 for operating pur
poses, and $25,000 for printing and bind
ing. The Senate reduced it to $1,075,000, 
or by $400,000, and reduced the amount 
for printing and binding to $18,730. The 
Senate also wrote into the bill a limita
tion to the e:ffect that the Office of Gov
ernment Reports appropriation shall not 
be supplemented from any other source 
by more than $600,000. Obviously the 
Senate had the idea that the 0. G. R. 
could obtain funds from the President's 
fund, if he were disposed to make allo
cations therefrom. I merely want to 
make the record clear, because it occurs 
to me that there are certain abuses in the 
matter of overdoing publicity in the way 
of movies, radio, and lecture material, 
and so forth. Recently I made a reexam
ination of the reports that came from 
the Budget Bureau to the Committee on 
Appropriations, dated June 25, 1941, a 
rather interesting document of 163 pages 
long, which deals with 153 agencies, which 
have 2,895 full-time and 31,618 part-time 
persons in its employ, at a cost of $27,-
700,000, people engaged in press releases, 
publications, scripts, speeches, movies. 
The number of people so engaged is 
equivalent to 11 infantry regiments. It 
occurs to me that there is opportunity 
here for Congressional debate and in
vestigation in respect to informational 
and publicity expenditure. Let me re
mark in passing that in 1941 there were 
300,000,000 publications issued, 283,000,- · 
000 of which were not required by law. 
There were 12,000,000 copies of rulings, 
and 5,500,000 house organs, and a great 
deal of music can be had from 5,500,000 
house organs, let me say. There were 
4,000,000 manuals and handbooks, and 
13,000,000 technical publications, 14,000,-
000 programs and study outlines, and 
95,000,001) popular publications. 

It occurs to me that sooner or later 
the Congress will have to come to grips 
with this matter and consolidate a great 
many of these agencies in the interest 
of more efficient, more economical, and 
more adequately supervised operations. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to recede and concur in 
the Senate amendment and on that I 
move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion of the gentleman from Vir
ginia. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, amendments numbered 9, 11, 
and 13 relate to the Board of Legal 
Examiners. They are all involved in the 
same subject, and I ask unanimous con
sent that they be considered together. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 9: Line 16, page 11, 

strike out "$21500" and insert "$7 ,500." 
Senate amendment No. 11: Page 11, line 21, 

after the word "commission", insert "and 
including actual transportation expenses and 
not to exceed $10 per diem in lieu of sub-

sistence and other expenses ·of members of 
the Board of Legal Examiners serving as such 
while away from their homes, without other 
compensation from the United States." 

Senate amendment No. 13: Page 13, line 17, 
strike out the following: ": Provided further, 
That no part of any appropriation in this act 
shall be ·available for the salaries and ex
penses of the Board of Legal Examiners cre
ated in the Civil Service Commission by Exec
utive Order No. 8743 of April 23, 1941." 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to further insist upon 
the House disagreement to Senate 
amendments 9, 11, and 13, and state in 
that connection also that these three 
amendments inserted by the Senate have 
the e:ffect of reinstating funds made 
available for the Board of Legal Exam
iners, which we have debated on the 
ftoor of the House many times, and in 
the committee. Neither the committee 
nor the House has ever seemed willing 
to embark on this unless some sub
stantive legislation is passed on the 
subject. . 

I yield 2 ' minutes to the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. HooK]. · 

Mr. HOOK. Mr. Speaker, I was very 
much interested in the statement of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN], 
which recalls to me an important matter 
which was brought to my attention. I 
believe there is a crying need in these 
trying times for the establishment of a 
bureau of propaganda analysis in order 
that we may counteract the propaganda 
that is coming to this country by way 
of Nazi propaganda agents and the 
Goebbels propaganda machine. A pro
fessor of Concordia College came to me 
a short while ago and discussed this 
very subject with me. He said that he 
was editing a very firie publication that 
was going into millions of homes, and 
could be of real help in our e:ffort to 
fight this menace. What is happening? 
He said on one side of his desk every 
day pro-Nazi literature and pro-Nazi 
propaganda ftowed in so that it stacked 
up 4 or 5 feet high, and that on the other 
side of his desk he received little or 
nothing from the Government here by 
way of facts or assistance to rebut that 
propaganda. He suggested a conference 
with the Director of the Bureau of Facts 
and Figures. I arranged that confer
ence, and Mr. MacLeish -agreed with him 
that it was absolutely necessary that we 
refute this Nazi propaganda, but in
formed him that he did not have the 

. proper funds to operate with. 
The appropriations limited him in 

funds so that he had only one stenog
rapher and a mimeograph machine, 
with nobody to operate it. 

I am firmly convinced, as I have stated 
many times, that what is needed most in 
our war program is a bureau of propa
ganda analysis. We are winning vic
tories with our armed forces on land, 
on sea, and in the air, but losing ground 
on our home front because the Nazi 
propaganda artists are carrying on to 
such an extent that we, as a people, are 
beihg divided on issues vitally necessary 
to the winning of the war and the peace 
to follow. 

Every time we try to appropriate 
money to combat this Nazi propaganda 
we are told that it will be used politically 
and some of you are misled. 

It is not true that a bureau of propa
ganda analysis would be a political bu
reau. It would protect free speech but 
educate the people to recognize pure 
propaganda and not be misled by it. We 
must win this propaganda battle in order 
to win the war. Obstructionist groups 
will oppose a bureau of propaganda 
analysis because it will defeat their ac
tions and bare the facts to the public. 
They cannot stand being brought out in 
the open. Wake up on this propaganda 
fight before it is too late. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gentle
man from Wisconsin [Mr. HULL J. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I want to call 
attention to amendments 7, 9, 11, and 13, 
relating to the Board of Legal Examiners. 

A motion has been made by the chair
man of the :aouse conferees to insist upon 
their opposition to the amendments, and 
that the conferees be instructed accord
ingly. My support of this particular 
amendment lies in the fact that from 
July 1, 1941, to May 1, 1942, the Govern
ment has engaged about 1,300 lawyers. 
Thirty-one percent of those attorneys 
have been engaged from the leading east
ern law schools. Twelve percent have 
been engaged from the District of Colum
bia law schools. The big eastern colleges 
supplied 43 percent, or over 550, of these 
attorneys. 

We have an excellent law school in 
Wisconsin, one of the foremost of the 
Nation. Minnesota and other Western 
States have good law schools. Our west
ern lawyers are as good as those from 
the eastern cities. However, out of 1,300 
new appointments, Wisconsin only re
ceived 28, or 2 percent of all the at
torneys hired during that period. 

It seems to me we ought to have some 
system whereby the lawyers in Wiscon
sin, Mi1,1nesota, and other distant States 
may have an opportunity to qualify and 
receive some of the appointments. That 
is the purpose of the amendments-to 
give the lawyers of all the States an equal 
opportunity to enter the Federal service. 

I would say that this Board of Legal 
Examiners and the provisions made for 
it have been endorsed by resolution of the 
American Bar Association under date of 
March 3, 1942. I would also like to add 
that the June issue of the American Bar 
Association Journal has an editorial 
heartily favoring the idea of a Federal 
Board of Legal Examiners, and the de
velopment of a system which will permit 
the attorneys of all the States to be fairly 
treated in the matter of such appoint
ments. 

I have not the time to discuss the mat
ter more fully, but it seems to me the 
House should concur in the Senate 
amendments and not reject them. 

Mr. SpeaKer, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks and include the 
resolution and editorial to which I re
ferred. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 

RESOLUTION ADOPTED BY HOUSE OF DELEGATES, 
AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION, MARCH 3, 1942 

Resolved, That the association approves the 
principle of establishing a Federal Board of 



1942 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 
Legal Examiners for the purpose of ascertain
ing by competitive and noncompetitive exam
inations the competence of persons to be 
engaged in the FederaJ legal service--for the 
establishment of a panel of persons eligible. 
for appointment; furthei 

Resolved, That the association believes that 
such procedure is in the public interest and 
represents an advance over the engagement 
of public legal services by methods having 
no uniform standard for ascertaini:Q.g the 
competence, the extent of legal experience, 
and the repute of applicants for legal 
positions. 

[From the American Bar As$ociation Journal 
of June 1942] 

THE FEDERAL BOARD OF LEGAL EXAMINERS 

As the independent offices appropriation 
bill for 1943 passed the Senate on May 6, 
it carried authorization for the Federal Board 
of Legal Examiners to proceed with its work 
of developing a merit system for the selec
tio)l of attorneys in the Federal service. The 
Senate followed the recommendation of its 
Appropriations Committee and removed from 
the bill a provision inserted by the House 
barring the use of funds for the Board after 
July 1, 1942. The bill i.s now in conference. 
It is hoped that the House conferees will 
acquiesce in the view that the Board should 
be permitted to develop the program which 
the President has committed to its charge. 

The establishment of the Board by Execu
tive order in April 1941 derives from the 
report of the distinguished Committee on 
Civil Service Improvement headed by Mr. 
Justice Reed. The primary functions of the 
Board are to hold competitive examinations 
for the establishment of registers of attor
neys available for the Government service 
and, pending the establishment of registers, 
to pass noncompetitively on the qualifica
tions of persons selected for appointment by 
the various departments and agencies. Only 
in the lower grades will written examinations 
be employed, and even there they will be 
designed to test capacity rather than memory. 
In all instances the examining process will 
lean heavily upon oral interviews before 
examining committees drawn from the pro
fession itself. Most important of all, the 
examination and the interviews will be con
ducted throughout the country, with the 
result that recruitment for the Government 
legal service will proceed on a Nation-wide 
scale. This is a matter of considerable im
portance under ordinary circumstances. It is 
uniquely important. at the present time when 
experienced lawyers everywhere are eager 
to serve the Government, if only for the 
duration of the war. 

The Board of Legal Examiners has been at 
work for less than a year, but the record of 
the appropriation hearings leaves no doubt 
that it has made substantial progress. It has 
the confidence of the Attorney General and 
of the various Government counsel upon 
whose appointees it must pass. It has the 
support of the American Bar Association and 
the approval of the law schools. The Civil 
Service Commission, originally partial to a 
different program, has expressed complete 
satisfaction with the administration of the 
present plan. These are solid achievements 
which will be wasted unless the Senate's view 
prevails. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gentle
man from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN]. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
happy that the chairman has moved to 
further insist. I do not believe that 
either the conferees or the House has 
taken an arbitrary attitude in this mat
ter. 

Back in 1938 the President issued an 
Executive order to cover in all attorneys 

under civil service. That order was to 
be effective as of February 1, 1939. 
Meantime, they began to conduct an in
vestigation and held hearings and studies 
on this whole problem regarding legal 
personnel. A committee was set up con
sisting of eight men, appointed by the 
President. When the committee fin
ished its deliberations it filed a report in 
1941. Oddly enough, that report showed 
considerable diversity of opinion. Four 
members of the Presicent's committee 
favored plan A. Three members favored 
plan B, and one member favored plan C. 
It has been the opinion of the subcom
mitte that in view of this controversy the 
matter ought to be further studied and 
there should be substantive legislation on 
the subject. · 

That is the broad foundation upon 
which we stand in further insisting upon 
the position of the House. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Missouri to make a unanimous consent 
request. 

WORK PROJECTS ADMINISTRATION 
APPROPRIATION 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak
er, I ask unanimous consent that it may 
be in order to consider tomorrow under 
the general rules of the House, House 
Joint Resolution 324, the W. P. A. bi1l; 
that general debate be limited to 3 hours, 
one-half the time to be controlled by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER] , 
and one-half by myself. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
souri? 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, although I did not 
hear the gentleman's entire statement, 
I understand that it simply provides that 
this bill be given a privileged status and 
that it may be in order to call it up 
tomorrow, and fixing the time for de
bate? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Under the 
general rules of the House. 

Mr. TABER. Yes. While I am op
posed to the bill, I can see no necessity 
of asking the gentleman from Missouri 
to go to the Rules Committee and ask for 
a rule. I think the limit of debate is 
sufficient to permit the discussion which 
I have found is demanded by the mem
bership. I shall, as I have in the past, 
oppose the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
souri? 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, the bill which the gentle
man from Missouri is bringing in 
amounts to $314,000,000, and $7,405,000 
for the set-up. Are you going to permit 
in that bill construction by the W. P. A. 
of more golf courses, more orchestras, 
and things of that kind that are unneces
sary at this day when we are in war? 
If you are going to permit things of that 
kind, we ought not to permit you to even 
bring a bill of that kind on the floor 
without getting a rule. It seems to me 
the membership ought to be here tomor
row to nip this bill in the bud, and put 
it off the map like we did the C. C. C. 

That is what the membership ought to 
do. The gentleman from Missouri ought 
not bring a bill of that kind in here. 

J,\1r. CANNON of Missouri. I will say 
in response to the very pertinent in
quiry of the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. RICH] that this bill decreases 
the amount from $875,000,000 to $280,-
000,000, a reduction of 68 percent, and 
that a large part of it will be spent for 
war projects. 

Mr. RICH. The gentleman and I did 
not even know that theW. P. A. was per
mitting these things, or we would have 
tried to stop them. I know the gentle
man would have, and I know I would 
have. The fact of the matter is you 
cannot control W. P. A. unless the Con
gress tells them to stop a thing. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. We are as
sured there will be no ineffectual proj
ects. On the contrary, the expenditures 
will contribute materially to the war pro
gram. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
souri? 

There was no objection. 
INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION 

BILL, 1943-CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the motion. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
amendments Nos. 17 and 18 wbich relate 
to the same subject matter, the Alley 
Dwelling Authority, be considered to
gether. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Vir
ginia. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 17: Page 15, strike 

out all of lines 22 to 25, inclusive, and 
on page 16 strike out all of lines 1 to 5, in

. elusive. 
Senate amendment No. 18: Page 16, line 6. 

insert the following: 
"THE ALLEY DWELLING AUTHORITY 

"For the maintenance and operation of 
properties under title I of the District of Co
lumbia Alley Dwelling Authority Act, $12,000: 
Provided, That all receipts derived from sales, 
leases, or other sources, after July 1, 1942, 
shall be covered into the Treasury of the 
United States monthly: Provided further, 
That any unexpended balance on June 30, 
1942, of the 'Conversion of inhabited alleys· 
fund,' established pursuant to such act shall 
also be covered into the Treasury." 

Mr·. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House recede 
from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate Nos. 17 and 18, and 
concur in the same; and on that I move 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 24: Page 18, line 

22, strike out the proviso in lines 22 to 24, 
inclusive. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House further 
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insist on its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate No. 24; and on that 
I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 30: Page 21, in line 

9, after the word "elsewhere", insert ": Pro
vided, That all necessary expenses not ex
ceeding $150,000 in the aggregate (including 
legal and special services performed on a 
contract or fee basis, but not including other 
personal services) in connection with the 
acquisition, care, repair, and disposition of 
any security or collateral now held or ac
quired on or before June 30, 1943, by the 
Authority shall be considered as nonadmin
istrative expenses for the purposes hereof: 
Provided further, That necessary expenses in 
collecting monthly installments on contracts 
and repossessing appliances in case of default, 
not to exceed $2.50 per year per contract, 
shall not be considered as administrative 
expenses." 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House recede 
and ·concur wi'th an amendment, which I 
send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. WooDRUM of Virginia moves that the 

House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate, No. 30, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend
ment insert the following: ": Provided, That 
all necessary expenses not exceeding $200,000 
in the aggregate, including not exceeding a 
total equal to $2.50 per year per contract (in
cluding legal and special services performed 
on a contract or fee basis, but not including 
other personal services) in connection with 
the acquisition, care, repair , and disposition 
of any security or collateral now held or ac
quired on or before June 30, 1943, by the Au
thority, shall be considered as nonadminis
trative expenses for the purposes hereof." 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman from Virginia advise us what the 
object is of increasing the amount from 
$150,000 to $200,000? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. That is 
the amount agreed upon after ca.reful 
consideration by the conferees. It gives 
them an opportunity to handle contracts 
in liquidation. 

Mr. RICH. Will the administration be 
more economical because of this larger 
fund? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. The 
conferees thought that was a fair com
promise of the situation. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I might observe, if 
the gentleman would yield, that this 
amendment restores the amount to the 
figure allowed by the House. 

Mr. RICH. But we are increasing it 
$50,000 over the Senate amendment. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. No; we 
are retaining the amount originally writ
ten into the bill by the House which we 
think is the proper amount under the 
circumstances. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Vir
ginia. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 32: Page 23 after 

the word "elsewhere", in line 7, insert "Not 
to exceed $189,000 for." 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House further 
insist on its disagreement with the 
amendment of the Senate No. 32, and on 
that I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 34: Page 24, strike 

out all of lines 12 to 17, inclusive, and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: "Provided fur
ther. That such sum shall be so apportioned 
and distributed by the Board over the fiscal 
year 1943, and shall be so administered dur
ing such fiscal year, as to (1) constitute the 
total amount that will be required for such 
expenses during such fiscal year and (2) pre
vent expenditures which will necessitate 
making additional sums available for such 
expenses during such year; and a failure to 
comply with the requirements of this proviso 
shall be deemed to be a violation by each 
member of the Board, and by any other per
son responsible for such failure, of. section 
3679 of the Revised Statutes, as amended 
(31 u. s. c. 665) ." 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to recede and concur 
with an amendment, which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. WooDRUM of Virginia moves that the 

House recede from its amendment of the 
Senate No. 34 and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: 

"Restore the matter stricken out by said 
amendment and add thereto the matter in
serted by said amendment." 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the motion. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 

Speaker, amendments 113 and 114 relate 
to the same matter, the Tennessee Val
ley Authority, and I ask unanimous con
sent that they be considered together. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Vir
ginia [Mr. WooDRUM]? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the two amendments. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 113: Page 73, line 6, strike 

out "$136,100,000" and insert "$172,220,112." 
Amendment No. 114: Page 73, strike out 

lines 7 to 16, inclusive, and to the word 
"that", inclusive, in line 17. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House further 
insist on its disagreement to the Senate 
amendments, and I yield 5 minutes to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRK
SEN] . 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, let me 
make a very brief but what I deem to be 
a rather pointed presentation of the is
sue raised between the Senate and the 
House in connection with T. V. A. The 
Tennessee Valley Authority, as you know, 
operates under the act of 1933, and the 
total capital expenditures for that func
tion have now reached a total of about 
$615,000,000. It exceeds the original esti
mate by about $172,000,000. 

The T. V. A. gets funds from three 
sources: First of all, from direct appro
priations by Congress; secondly, from un-

expended balances that remain from one 
year to another; and third, from receipts 
of operations, such as the sale of ferti
lizer, the sale of power, the sale of miscel
ianeous services, and so forth. 

There was written into the basic Ten~ 
nessee Valley Act an amendment to the 
effect that they shall have full discretion 
in the expenditure of the money that they 
derive- from the sale of power, and so 
forth. The Senate has contended all 
along that all of the money, whether re
ceipts or not, ought to be covered into the 
Federal Treasury and that it ought to be 
reappropriated 'from one year to another, 
as provided by the Constitution relating 
to appropriations. That, as I see it, is 
about the only issue involved. It was the 
matter of the disposition of receipts. In 
the Grand Coulee Act, in the matter of 
Fort Peck and Bonneville, we make those 
agencies, which are proprietary 'instibl
tions of government, cover their funds 
into the Treasury and secure a full ap
propriation from one year to another. 
So in this controversy that we have with 
the Senate, to which the Senate itself has. 
devoted a considerable amount of time, 
was the question of the disposition of re
ceipts, whether or not they should have 
discretionary power to allocate those re
ceipts and cover the balance into the 
Treasury, or whether the entire amount 
should be subject to review and super
vision by the Congress. 

I had in mind proposing today a mo
tion to concur with an amendment, but 
I shall not do so. In the first place, I am 
persuaded that an appropriation bill is 
not the place to do it and, secondly, if 
there is to be a better supervision by the 
Congress, if there is to be a closer super
vision by the General Accounting Office, 
and if these funds are to be covered into 
the · Treasury, the matter ought to be 
handled by the Congress through legis
lation rather than by a proviso in an ap
propriation bill. For this reason I do not 
propose today to disturb the House Ian
guage, nor to register any opposition, but 
I do say that since 1933 the receipts of 
Tennessee Valley Authority have become 
very substantial. As late as 1939 the en
tire receipts amounted to only $5,500,000, 
but they are up to $36,000,000 at the pres
ent time, and the amount will grow as 
the years go by. 

It is not only within the purview of the 
people's representatives, but I think it is 
their sworn duty to see that that money 
goes into the Treasury and · is appro
priated after full and fair justification. 
I shall foreswear.any opposition today to 
the motion that has been proposed, the 
restoration of the House language, and 
I merely make emphatic t0 'the House 
that this matter must have attention 
within the immediate future because all 
of the so-called power agencies gener
ating, selling and transmitting power 
.will increase in the size of their receipts, 
and that becomes a proper responsibility 
for the Congress. 

Mr. RICH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I yield 

to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. RICH. What is the object of in

creasing this amount $36,120,000? 
Mr. DIRKSEN. If you are going to 

strike out the revolving fund, then ob
viously you have to give them the amount 
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of the receipts from sales and certain in
terdepartmental sales, plus certain mis
cellaneous revenues, which amounted to 
a little over $36,000,000 and add that to 
their appropriation because it was so set 
up that they take into account the money 
derived from the sale of power. If you 
are going to strike that from the bill, you 
will have to supply an equivalent amount 
of money in their appropriation. 

Mr. RICH. Are we going to have the 
Accounting Office look over their re
ceipts and expenditures and audit them? 
· Mr. DffiKSEN. They are being aud
ited by the General Accounting Office at 
the present time. Insofar as I know now 
their relationships are reasonably sweet. 

Sometimes I have contended in the 
past-! am not so sure that I feel that 
way even now-that perhaps we ought to 
go a little further with this matter of 
accounting. However, it is provided for 
in the basic Tennessee Valley Authority 
Act and in the amendment that was 
added a year or two ago. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. I take it the 
gentleman is in full sympathy with the 
objective the Senate has sought in pro
posing this amendment. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Definitely so, but this 
is not the way to reach it. Moreover, you 
run into a real parliamentary difficulty, 
for it would be difficult to fashion lan
guage that would be germane and not 
subject to a point of order to accomplish 
the thing the Senate subcommittee had 
in mind. · 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. I personally 
am in full accord with that point of view. 
I hope the subject can be worked out and 
that, as the gentleman suggested, it will 
accomplish a full accounting by the 
T. V. A. in accordance with the general 
practice of other agencies. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I appreciate the gen
tleman's observation. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gentle
man from South Dakota [Mr. CAsE]. · 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Speaker, I wish to elaborate for just a 
moment on what the gentleman from 
Illinois has said about the importance 
of the Congress taking cognizance of the 
situation that is developing in these large 
business enterprises in which the coun
try has become engaged. It seems to me 
that the Congress has the responsibility 
for examining the system of accounting, 
the handling of funds and their disburse
ment, of all the large governmental 
enterprises-the Panama Canal Zone, the 
Alaska Railroad, the Alaska Signal Sys
tem, Bonneville, Grand Coulee, and the 
T. V. A. Today, each has a law unto 
itself. We should formulate and adopt 
as a national policy a uniform method 
of handling these enterprises. That is 
the only way we are going to be able to 
discharge our responsibility and justify 
the appropriations and answer the ques
tions that are going to be asked concern
ing the operation of the large business 

enterprises which the Government has 
undertaken. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield such time as he may 
desire to the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. RANKIN]. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, if this motion is carried, and 
the Senate concurs in it, that will mean 
the wiping out of the McKellar amend
ment to the T. V. A. Act. 

As has been pointed out, this amend
ment, while it might not do what some 
of its proponents expect, it would se
riously embarrass the Tennessee Valley 
Authority in carrying on its program, 
and, in my opinion, there would be no 
corresponding benefits to the Govern
ment to offset the injury the amendment 
would produce. 

The Tennessee Valley Authority is do
ing a wonderful job. No agency of this 
Government is rendering a greater serv
ice during these i.Jerilous times than is 
the Tennessee Valley Authority. And I 
am unwilling to take any chances of in
juring or handicapping or embarrassing 
the T. V. A. in any way by adopting an 
amendment which I regard as unneces
sary, and probably injurious in the 
extreme. 

Mr. Speaker, I trust I may be pardoned 
for saying that I have a deep and abiding 
personal interest in the success of the 
Tennessee Valley Authority. As you all 
know, I was coauthor of the bill that 
created the T.V. A. in 1933. While the 
measure carried the number of the bill 
that came from the Military Affairs 
Committee of the House, the Senate 
struck out all after the enacting clause 
and inserted the bill introduced by Sen
ator NoRRIS in the Senate and by me 
in the House. It was enacted into law 
and is known as the T.V. A. Aet. 

Many of you remember the battle I 
went through here to secure the passage 
of that measure and the approval of the 
conference report which created the 
T. V. A. and started it on its course. I 
do not hesitate to say that the creation 
and development of the T. V. A. is the 
greatest accomplishment of this adminis
tration up to the present time. I will 
go further and say that it is the greatest 
development of its kind in history, and 
its benefits to the American people simply 
cannot be measured. 

The T. V. A. and its yardstick rates 
are responsible for forcing reductions in 
electric light and power rates through
out the entire Nation. The savings to · 
the American people in rates alone 
amount to more every year than the en
tire T.V. A. development has cost or will 
have cost when it is finished. Those re
ductions are largely traceable to the 
T . V. A., its yardstick rates, and · the 
example it has given the Nation in rate 
reductions and in supplying electricity to 
the homes and business establishments 
in that area at rates based upon the 
cost of generation, transmission, and dis
tribution. 

I know what this means, because the 
district I represent touches the Tennes
see River and extends southward for 
about 150 miles, and every person in that 

district who uses electricity gets T. V. A. 
power at T. V. A. rates. It not only 
means a saving of something like $2,000,-
000 a year in rates to the people in that 
one district, but it has increased the use 
of electricity manyfold. It has also in
creased the use of those electrical appli
ances necessary to relieve the drudgery 
and increase the comforts and conven
iences in the homes as well as in every 
business establishment throughout the 
territory. 

I do not hesitate to say that nothing 
else that has ever been done for the peo
ple of that area compares with the bene
fits they are now receiving through the 
use ofT. V. A. power. 

In addition to that the T. V. A. is de
veloping one of the great rivers of the 
Nation, making it navigable from its 
mouth to its source, and in that way 
transforming it into a great artery of 
transportation and commerce. It is 
helping to conserve the soil, and also to 
replenish it. 

In other words, it is making the entire 
T. V. A. area a richer and a better place 
in which to live. 

Out of this T. V. A. development grew 
our rural electrification program. I or
ganized the first rural electrification co
operative associations in my own district, 
and through the assistance of the T.V. A. 
they were able to work out their program 
and to build the lines that gave us the 
first demonstration in real rural electri
fication, and set the example for the rest 
of the Nation. · 

I have told you many times of the ex
periment in Alcorn County, Miss., where 
the entire cooperative association for the 
county was paid out in 5 years, and where 
their rates have been reduced even below 
the T. V. A. yardstick rates. These rural 
power lines have now been spread all over 
that territory, until today the people who 
have electricity in their homes would not 
think of giving it up, and the ones who do 
not have it are appealing to us to help 
them get it. Of course the copper short
age at this time has slowed down the rur::JJ 
electrification program everywhere, but 
when that shortage is relieved it is my 
hope, and the hope of the gentlemen 
around me here who feel as I do on the 
power question, that the rural electrifi
cation program may be extended to reach 
every farm home in America. 

We are in the beginning of an electric 
age. From this day forward our do
mestic, our commercial, and our indus
trial life will be geared to a power 
economy. The importance, the desir
ability, and the prosperity of every com
munity, from the large metropolitan cen
ter to the country crossroads, will be 
measured by the availability of electric 
power and the rates the people have to 
pay for it. 

Twenty years ago the American people 
used only 40,000,000,000 kilowatt-hours of 
electricity a year. When the T. V. A. 
program is finished it will produce about 
18-,000,000,000 kilowatt-hours a year, or 
almost one-half as much as the entire 
Nation used 20 years ago. 

Last year we used 160,000,000,000 kilo
watt-hours of electricity in this country, 
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and this · year it will probably run well 
above 200,000,000,000 kilowatt-hours. I 
predict that long before the turn of the 
next century, probably within the next 
25 years, the American people will be 
using a trillion kilowatt-hours of elec
tricity a year. 

'l"hat will mean a great reformation in 
our way of living. Electricity will be 
used for all purposes. It will not only 
be used to light our halls and our homes, 
to run our industrial machinery, and for 
purposes of refrigeration, water pump
ing, washing machines, milking ma
chines, hotbeds to sprout vegetables
it will not only be used for all these pur
poses, but the time is coming when every 
liome and every business establishment 
will be heated with electricity, and when 
railroad trains and other transportation 
facilities will be electrically driven. 

That will not mean throwing coal 
miners out of work, as some people would 
have you believe. Coal will be consumed 
at the mouth of the mine, and the elec
tricity generated by it will be transmitted 
for hundreds of miles around. The gas 
that is now going to waste in our oil 
fields will be used to produce electric 
energy, as will much of the oil that is 
now going to waste. 

There are 230,000,000,000 kilowatt
hours of a_nnual production of undevel
oped water power in this country that 
is now going to waste. There are other 
methods of generation that will be de
veloped as time goes on, such as harness
ing the tides of the ocean and utilizing 
the heat from the sun in arid areas, that 
will supply the world with all the elec
tricity it can use not only now but for 
unnumbered centuries to come. 

This electricity can be generated, 
transmitted, and distributed to every sec
tion of the Nation at the standard 
T. V. A. yardstick rates without financial 
loss to the Government or the agency 
that controls it, and those rates can be 
reduced as time goes on. 

In other words, Mr. Speaker, we are 
in the beginning of the electric age and 
have spread out before us and our chil
dren the prospect of the most glorious 
period · in all the economic history of 
mankind. 

That program had its birth in the cre
ation of the Tennessee Valley Authority, 
which set the example and blazed the 
way for this onward march of modern 
progress. It has worked perfectly. To 
put it mildly, its success, its great accom
plishments have been most gratifying to 
those of us who fought to create it and 
who have borne the battle for its pro
tection and development throughout the 
years. 

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I 
would be reluctant to accept any change 
that might in any way threaten to im
pede its progress or to handicap its devel
opment, or to embarrass its operations. 

I therefore trust that the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Woon
RUMJ will be adopted and the Mc~ellar 
amendment be removed from the bill. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield such time as he may de
sire to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
STARNES]. 

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in support of the motion 

made by the chairman of the subcom
mittee to further disagree with the Senate 
amendments 113 and 114 and insist upon 
the House language. The House lan
guage is the same which has been used 
since the Congress began to make its first 
direct appropriation for the T. V. A. It 
is the language which was agreed upon 
after conferences which involved the 
President, the Director of the Budget, and 
the chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee. Under this language the 
T.V. A. has carried on a wide and varied 
construction program in the operation of 
its power, flood control, fertilizer, and 
chemical programs and of the related ac
tivities of the Authority. The operations 
and the program of the T.V. A. have been 
carried -out with dispatch, economy, and 
efficiency. A gigantic construction pro
gram in the Tennessee Valley area is 
being carried out ahead of schedule ahd 
under the original estimate of cost. This 
is a program of efficiency and economy 
never equaled by any governmental 
agency. 

There has been no suggestion of fraud 
or waste in connection with the opera
tions of the program. At all times the 
Authority has followed the mandate of 
the Congress with reference to its pro
gram. Under such circumstances it is 
strange to understand why anyone should 
seek to disturb the harmonious develop
ment and completion of the program. 
Especially is this true when we learn that 
practically all of the funds provided here
in are directly related to the war effort. 
More than 65 percent, approximately 70 
percent, of the power being developed 
by the T. V. A. is going directly into the 
war effort. This ·area is one of the great
est aluminum-producing areas of the 
Nation. 

The House language provides for a sin
gle fund and a great degree of flexibility 
necesary in the operation and conduct of 
the affairs of the T. V. A. The effect of 
the House language is to make one fund 
for accounting and disbursing purposes 
of-

First, unexpended balances from pre
vious fiscai years; second, the new appro
priation for the ensuing fiscal year; and 
third, the receipts from all sources by the 
T.V. A. as the result of all of its opera
tions. Without this language in the an
nual appropriation act the T.V. A. would 
be required to account from three appro
priation accounts, as follows: First, from 
unexpended balances of the previous fis
cal year for obligations incurred during 
that fiscal year; second, from the new 
appropriation for the ensuing fiscal year; 
and third, from the receipts of the 
T.V. A. which it is authorized to expend 
pursuant to section 26 of the T. V. A. 
Act, as amended, without annually 
appropriating them, for certain power 
and fertilizer operations. 

The adoption of the Senate language 
would increase the amount of new money 
by $36,120,112 over the amount of new 
money provided by the House bill, destroy 
the single fund and the reappropriation 
of unexpended balances, and complicate 
the accounting of funds. The Senate 
amendments would require that appro
priated funds and revenue be kept in 
separate accounts with complete ac
counting systems for each fund, but 

would not in any manner restrict the 
right of the Authority to use its revenues 
for the purposes set out in section 26 of 
the Tennessee Valley Authority Act. 

Senate amendment No. 114 strikes 
from the House bill the language appear
ing in lines 7 to 17 on page 73. The omis
sion of this language has but two effects: 
First, it eliminates the unexpended bal
ance as previously explained, and, sec
ond, it abolishes the fund in the Treasury 
of the United States designated as the 
"Tennessee . Valley Authority fund." 
This fund is simply a convenient account
ing device established in 1935 upon the 
recommendation of the Treasury and 
the Bureau of the Budget, and with the 
active support of the Appropriations 
Committee of the House. The language 
relating to this fund stricken by the 
Senate confers no power upon the 
T. V. A.-it was adopted originally solely 
because of the obvious convenience in 
having all of the funds available for ex
penditure by the T. V. A. in any given 
fiscal year placed in a single fund in the 
Treasury. Under this system all funds 
appropriated and all receipts from all 
sources have been placed in this fund 
and accounted. for as a unit. The prac
tice has been to reappropriate any bal
ance remaining in this fund at the end 
of the fiscal year and to add to that bal
ance whatever new.money was needed to 
meet the requirements during the next 
year. It is this system that Senate 
amendment No. 114 destroys. The at
tempted justification for this ill-consid
ered blow at orderly administration is 
that by this move the Congress will be 
enabled to exercise more stringent con
trol over the operations of the Authority. 
The sponsor of the amendment has 
stated that adoption of this amendment 
would in some mysterious way deprive 
the Authority of the right to use its cur
rent receipts for the payment of operat
ing expenses. There is nothing in the 
amendment that ac·complishes any s'uch 
purpose. 'rhe right of the Authority to 
use its own receipts springs n.ot from any 
language in the appropriation bill but 
from the clear grant of power contained 
in section 26 of the Tennessee Valley 
Authority Act. 

That section confers upon the board 
of directors of the Authority the discre
tionary power to determine what part of 
the power revenues and other receipts 
of the Corporation shall be used for the 
following purposes: First, the operation 
of dams and reservoirs; second, conduct
ing the business of generating, transmit
ting, and distributing electric energy; 
and, third, ·conducting the business of 
manufacturing, selling, and distributing 
fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients. So 
long as that section remains the law the 
board of directors has undoubted au
thority to utilize the receipts of the Cor
poration for any of those stated purposes. 
There is nothing in any of the · Senate 
amendments before the conference com
mittee that in any way affects that au
thority. 

Statements that the T.V. A. accounts 
have never been audited are not in ac
cord with the facts and record. From 
the very beginning the accounts of the 
T. V. A. have been audited by the Gen
eral Accounting Office. The T.V. A. has 
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pursued the practice of having additional 
auditing of its funds by employing the 
services of a reputable accounting firm. 
Furthermore, in order to clear up some 
dispute as to procedure, and so forth, the 
present Comptroller General, who is one 
of the most able and distinguished men 
ever to serve in this honorable body, asked 
and received legislation at the hands of 
the Congress in November 1941 which 
has served to bring about an even more 
satisfactory and helpful procedure for the 
auditing of the T.V. A. funds. 

In view of the foregoing, I sincerely 
hope the House will agree to the motion 
made by the chairman. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield such time as he· may de
sire to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. JENNINGS]. 

THE TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY IS A WAR 
AGENCY MAKING A VITAL AND INDISPENS
ABLE CONTRIBUTION IN THE DEFENSE OF 
OUR COUNTRY-IT SHOULD NOT BE HAM
PERED, HOBBLED, OR CRIPPLED IN THE CON
TRIBUTION THAT IT IS MAKING FOR VICTORY 

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Speaker, the 
question presented on the Senate amend
ment to the provisions the House made 
for the Tennessee Valley Authority in 
this bill presents this question for our 
determination: Shall we utilize to the 
fullest extent the Tennessee Valley Au
thority and the power which it is Pro
ducing in our war efforts? 

It is not a question of whether, in the 
first instance, you might or might not 
favor the Tennessee Valley Authority as 
an original proposition. It is an ac
complished fact. The Tennessee Valley 
Authority is a Government corporation, 
the instrumentality, the organization 
through which the people of the United 
States are operating the greatest public
owned, coordinated power system in the 
world. All of the dams, the two great 
steam-generating plants, all of the trans
mission lines, all of the other properties 
involved are owned by the people of the 
United States. Title to these properties 
is in the United States of America. 

The Senate, by its amendment, de
prives the Tennessee Valley Authority 
of its revolving fund, deprives it of the 
right to use in this hour of emergencY, 
in the vigorous, uninterrupted produc
tion of power, which is in turn used for 
the production of war materials-
any unexpended balance on June 30, 1942, 
in the Tennessee Valley Authority fund, 
1942, and the receipts of the Tennessee Val
ley Authority from all sources during ~h~ fis
cal year 1943 (subject to the provis10ns of 
section 26 of the Tennessee Valley Authority 
Act of 1933, as amended), and prevents these 
funds from being covered into and accounted 
for as one fund, to be known as the Tennessee 
Valley Authority fund, 1943. 

As the result of the removal of these 
provisions for the benefit of the Tennes
see Valley Authority from the act now 
being considered the Tennessee Valley 
Authority is denied the right, in time of 
war, to use these funds as it has hereto
fore used them in times of peace. Un
der the act, as amended, these funds are 
no longer available for the payment of 
its current expenses, and are no longer 
a vail able to meet an emergency. 

Let us see what this means. The Ten
nessee Valley Authority now has in ac-

tive operation and is now producing 
power at 10 great dams an1 at 2 steam 
plants. It has just closed 2 great storage 
dams and it has under construction 8 
addit ional dams for the production of 
power. 
Size of present Tennessee . Valley Authority 

systerr. 

The installed capacity of the T. V. A. 
system is, as of June 4, 1942, 1,325,000 
kilowatts. Over seven and one-half bil
lion kilowatt-hours of energy will be 
supplied in the current fiscal year over 
more than 5,150 miles of high-voltage 
transmission lines which carry the power 
from the generating plants to major dis
tribution points throughout the area. 
Two hundred and fifty-two substations 
operated by the Authority make this 
power available to customers at distribu-
tion voltages. · 

More than 1,700 persons are employed 
in the operation and maintenance of 
these facilities alone. 

At the present time there are 147 men 
patrolling the more than 5,000 miles of 
transmission lines owned and operated 
by the Authority. These men are con
stantly engaged in line switching, in 
maintenance work, and in guarding this 
great transmission system against break
down through accident or sabotage. 

More than 2,500,000 people in parts of 
6 States are wholly dependent upon 
electricity from the T. V. A. system, and 
many essential v;ar-production indus
tries rely on it for power and for their 
continuous operation. 

Within a radius of 75 miles of the city 
of Knoxville the Tennessee Valley Au
thority is furnishing indispensable elec
trical energy to the Aluminum Co. of 
America, at Alcoa, where 70 percent of 
the aluminum used in our fighting air
craft is manufactured, and where more 
than 11,000 men are employed. At 
Copper Hill and at Ducktown, in Polk 
County, Tenn., the Tennessee Copper Co. 
employs thousands of men producing vast 
quantities of copper and acid for use in 
our war efforts. At Mascot, in Knox 
County, Tenn., and at New Market and 
at Jefferson City, in Jefferson County, 
Tenn., the American Zinc Co. and 
other zinc companies are producing 
vast quantities of zinc. Within this 
radius the Fulton-Sylphon Co., of Knox
ville, Tenn., is producing vital war sup
plies, without which our submarines 
could not operate and without which our 
offensive force·s would be without depth 
bombs. All of these plants and scores of 
other plants in this area engaged in the 
production of munitions and supplies of 
war obtain the electrical energy, without 
which they could not operate one day, 
from the Tennessee Valley Authority. 

The continued uninterrupted opera
tion of these plants is vital to our vic
tory. A little more than a year ago, by 
sabotage, on three different occasions, 
the transmission lines and towers over 
which and by means of which the Ten
nessee Copper Co. was supplied with elec
tric energy were dynamited. This sabo
tage may be repeated by enemies within 
our border. It may be carried to us by 
the enemy through bombing from the 
air. If, through any unforeseen disaster, 

· it becomes necessary to rebuild or to re-

pair the far-flung facilities of the Ten- · 
nessee Valley Authority, it must have the 
money available with which to do it with
out the delay incident to coming to Con
gress for an authorization and for an 
appropriation. 

The Tennessee Valley Authority is just 
as much an instrumentality of warfare 
as are our war craft now plowing the 
waves of the seven seas and as our air
craft which have just dealt out defeat 
and destruction to the Japanese at Mid
way. 

This amendment, which we are now 
proposing to get rid of, denies the T.V. A. 
the right to use these funds to carry on 
its work-to perform its mission. 

This is wartime-when an assault from 
the enemy from the air, when by sabotage 
the lines, substations, dams, and gener
ating plants of the T. V. A. may be 
wrecked-and this is no time to tie· the 
hands of the Authority. 

The enactment of the Senate amend
ment would stand as the last expression 
of the legislative will and would shackle, 
in my opinion, the war efforts of the 
Tennessee Valley Authority, and it should 
be eliminated from the bill. 

I sincerely hope that the membership 
of this House, without regard to party 
lines, will stand firmly in favor of the 
provisions of the act as originally written 
and adopted by this House. 

Mr . . WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield such time as he may de
sire to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. KEFAUVER]. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. Speaker, I hope 
the position of the House conferees on 

· the T. V. A. amendments in th2 confer
ence report will be sustained. The lan
guage and the procedure contained in the 
original House bill follow in exact terms 
and principle the system under which the 
T. V. A. has been operating for a number 
of years. I have recently examined inde
pendent offices appropriation bills for the 
past 4 or 5 years. The Appropriation 
Committees and the officials of the Bu
reau of the Budget and of the Treasury 
felt that the T. V. A. could most effec
tively operate under the terms of the lan
guage as originally written by the House 
in this appropriation bill. The same pro
cedure has been followed for a number 
of years. I can see no earthly reason for 
changing this arrangement. This sys
tem insures a continuity of electrical sup
ply by the T.V. A., and if it is to continue 
to fill the place contemplated in our war 
effort and if it is to continue to be a great 
national asset, it must b3 guaranteed a 
continuity of operation. If it is placed on 
a year-to-year basis, which is contem
plated by the Senate amendment, then 
certainly it cannot fulfill its full purpose. 
No industry or munitions plant would 
feel justified in making a contract with 
the T. V. A. for electrical energy unless 
such plant could be assured that the T. 
V. A. would be able to supply the needed 
power on a continuing basis. 

There is absolutely nothing in the rec
ord to show justification for the S2nate 
amendment. The T.V. A. is successfully 
furnishing power to two and one-half 
million people in a large area of this 
country. Eighty percent of this power is 
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used directly by industries manufactur
ing munitions of war. Long-term con
tracts have been made. It would under
mine the solemn obligations to change 
the provisions of law which might put the 
T.V. A. on a year-to-year basis. 

T. V. A. has now been operating for 9 
years. Its predictions as to the need for 
pdwer supply have proved to ·be right. It 
has never failed to meet its promise to 
Congress as to when a dam would be com
pleted. It has never spent more on a dam 
than it told Congress the project would 
cost. In fact, it is the one agency that 
has invariably bettered its commitments 
to Congress on the amount of time and 
funds required for construction. 

The T.V. A. has consistently reduced 
its unit cost of operation and has dras
tically diminished from year to year its 
overhead administrative costs until they 
now .stand at less than 4 percent, which 
is a remarkable record for any similar 
enterprise. The T. V. A. has been sub
jected to severe and throughgoing inves
tigations, and no embezzlement, fraud, or 
mishandling of funds has ever been 
shown. The part it is playing in the war 
effort is creditable, and certainly during 
a time of war when the resources of this 
agency are being taxed to the limit, no 
change in its operation should be made 
unless a very good showing is made. No 
showing has been made. On the con
trary the change would do the T. V. A. 
much harm. 

A great deal has been said about the 
auditing and reporting of the affairs of 
the T. V. A. The Senate amendment of 
course has nothing to do with auditing, 
and I am advised that any substitute 
amendment dealing with this question 
would not be germane. But since the 
question has been raised, I think it fair 
to say that the T.V. A. has at all times 
been very open and full in making its re
ports to the public and has cooperated in 
every way possible in furnishing the . 
General Accounting Office with such in
formation as it may desire. I have re
cently had occasion to examine the an
nual reports of the T.V. A. for the years 
1940 and 1941. These reports contain 
a very full commercial audit which gives 
the minutest details of the T. V. A.'s 
:financial situation and of the way it has 
handled the public's money. Section 
9 b of the T. V. A. Act authorizes the 
General Accounting Office to make an 
audit whenever it desires. 

Shortly after the present Comptroller 
General assumed office a bill was filed in 
the House by the gentleman from Ken
tucky [Mr. MAY] which placed the 
T. V. A. under the provisions of the 
Budget and Accounting Act. The T.V. A., 
by virtue of the fact that it is operating 
a large utility where certain emergency 
expenditures are necessarily made, felt 
that it should be given some leeway in 
the operation of its business. The 
T. V. A. and the Comptroller General 
worked out a system which placed the 
T.V. A. under the Budget and Accounting 
Act, but at the same time gave the 
Authority certain latitude. This com
promise was satisfactory to the Comp
troller General and to the T. V. A. I 
am sure that it is working out satis
factorily at the present time. There is 

nothing in the record to cause one to 
reach a different conclusion. This being 
the situation, I can see no reason why 
any thought should be given to chang.;. 
ing the arrangement. 

As a matter of fact most of the Gov
ernment-owned corporations and some 
of the Government-owned agencies which 
are engaged in business, have wider lati
tude in the handling of their own afiairs 
than does the T. V. A. Undoubtedly 
this is necessary because frequently 
situations must be met immediately; 
contracts must be entered into to meet 
an emergency; and therefore, some lati
tude must be given such agencies. 

I wish to call your attention to parts 
of the acts describing the latitude given 
other agencies in the handling of their 
affairs, and by comparison it will be 
seen that the T. V. A. is more restricted 
than most of them. In 1933, the Con
gress enacted this authority for the 
Home Owners' Loan Corporation: 

The Corporation shall be entitled to the 
free use of the United States mails for its 
official business in the same manner as the 
executive departments of the Government, 
and shall determine its necessary expendi
tures under this act and the manner in which 
they shall be incurred, allowed, and paid, 
without regard to the provisions of any 
other law governing the expenditure of pub
lic funds. 

The Employees' Compensation Com
mission, act of June 5, 1924: 

In the absence of fraud or mistake in 
mathematical calculation, the finding of 
facts in, and the decision of the Commission 
upon, the merits of any claim presented 
under or authorized by this act if supported 
by competent evidence shall not be subject 
to review by a.ny other administrative or ac
counting officer, employee, or agent of the 
United States. 

The Federal Housing Administration, 
act of June 27, 1934: 

The Administrator may delegate any of 
the functions and powers conferred upon 
him under this title and titles II and III 
to such officers, agents, and employees as 
he may designate or appoint, and may make 
such expenditures (including expenditures 
for personal services and rent at the seat of 
government and elsewhere, for lawbooks and 
books of reference, and for paper, printing, 
and binding) as are necessary to carry out 
the provisions of this title and titles II and 
III, without regard to any other provisions of 
law governing the expenditure of public 
funds. 

Act of September 1, 1937, United States 
Housing Authority: 

Such financial transactions of the Au
thority as the making of loans, annual 
contributions, and capital grants, and the 
acquisition, sale, exchange, lease, or other dis
position of real and personal property, and 
vouchers approved by the Administrator in 
connection with such financial transactions, 
shall be final and conclusive upon all officers 
of the Government; except that all such 
financial transactions of the Authority shall 
be audited by the General Accounting Office 
at such times and in such manner as the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
may by regulation 'prescribe. 

Veterans' Administration, act of Octo
ber 17, 1940: 

SEC. 11. Notwithstanding any other pro
visions of law, except as provided in section 
19 of the World War Veterans' Act, 1924, as 
amended, and, in section 817 (617) of the 

National Service Life Insurance Act ·of 1940, 
the decisions of the Administrator of Veter
ans' Affairs on any question of law or fact i 
concerning a claim for benefits or payments 
under this or any other act administered by 1 

the Veterans' Administration shall be final 
and conclusive and no other official or any 
court of the United States shall have power or 
jurisdiction to review any such decisions. 

Soil Conservation, act of February 16, 
1938: . 

SEc. 385. The facts constituting the basis 
for any Soil Conservation Act payment, parity 
payment, or loan, or the amount thereof, 
when officially determined in conformity with 
the applicable regulations prescribed by the· 
Secretary or by the Commodity Credit Corpo
ration, shall be final and conclusive and shall 
not be reviewable by any other officer or 
agency of the Government. 

World War Adjusted Compensation 
Act, section 310, July 3, 1926: 

SEc. 310. The decisions of the Secretary of 
War, the Secretary of the Navy, and the Di
rector, on all matters within their- respective 
jurisdictions under the provisions of this act 
(except the duties vested in them by title 
VII) shall be final and conclusive. 

For the United States Maritime Com
mission, the following: 

SEC. 207. The Commission may enter into 
such contracts, upon behalf of the United 
States, and may make such disbursements 
as may, in its discretion, be necessary to 
carry on the activities authorized by this 
act, or to protect, preserve, or improve the 
collateral held by the Commission to secure 
indebtedness, in the same manner that a 
private corporation may contract within the 
scope of the authority conferred by its char
ter. • • • Provided, That it shall be 
recognized that, because of the business activ
ities authorized by this act, the accounting 
officers shall allow credit for all expenditures 
shown to be necessary because of the nature 
of such authorized activities, notwithstand
ing any existing statutory provisions to the 
contrary. 

The T. V. A. has always pursued the 
course set for it by Congress. The fact 
that the Comptroller General who has 
been continuously auditing the books of 
the T.V. A. has not reported any irregu
larities, indicates conclusively that there 
are none. Why, then, should the ar
rangement which is generally satisfac
tory be upset? It would only lead to un
certainty and harm to our war effort and 
to the future service of one of the finest 
enterprises owned by the people of the 
United States. I sincerely ask you . to 
stand behind the committee. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RICH. May I ask the gentleman 
from Virginia if he thinks additional 
legislation should be enacted in order that 
the "Tennessee Valley and the General 
Accounting Office may iron out any dif
ferences that now exist, in order that the 
accounts of the T. V. A. will come under 
the Gene;ral Accounting Office, just as 
those of all other departments of the 
Government should, so that the House 
of Representatives can feel sure that un
der the supervision Lindsay Warren 
would give it every dollar that is appro
priated for this item of expenses or any 
other item will be handled in a proper 
way? 
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Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I may 

say to the gentleman that under the act 
we passed November 21, 1941, we defined 
the powers of the General Accounting 
Office with reference to the rendition and 
settlement of accounts of the Tennessee 
Valley Authority. This act was passed 
after a great deal of consideration in both 
branches of the Congress. It was for the 
purpose of doing just what the gentleman 
has in mind, and what I have always felt 
should be done, to have the affairs of the 
Tennessee Valley Authority carefully 
scrutinized by the General Accounting 
Office. That is being done now. There is 
not a complete audit, but a system of 
audit is set up under this act of November 
21, 1941, and I am told that it is entirely 
satisfactory to the Comptroller General. 
As far as I am concerned, I feel that 
that is as far as we can or should under
take to go right now, when the Tennes
see Valley Authority is one of the very 
important war agencies. None of us 
wants to do anything that will interfere 
with it in its war effort. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I yield 
to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. MAY. I just came on the floor from 
a committee meeting and do not quite 
understand what the proposal here is. I 
Understand that the gentleman has made 
a motion to insist on the position of the 
House with respect to the McKellar 
amendment. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. The gen
tleman is correct. 

Mr. MAY. What does the McKellar 
amendment provide, generally speaking? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. The Mc
Kellar amendment, generally speaking, 
undertook to repeal the organic law 
which permitted the Tennessee Valley 
Authority to have the use of its teceipts, 
but the parliamentary situation was such 
that the effect of the McKellar amend
ment was not to do that but to give them 
an additional $36,000,000, and they would 
also have been permitted to continue to 
use their receipts as a rotating fund. It 
got into such a shape that the objective 
of the McKellar amendment would not 
have been carried out under the parlia
mentary situation, even if everyone had 
agreed that that was the thing to do. 

Mr. MAY. As chairman of the House 
Committee on Military Affairs, in which 
the Tennessee Valley Authority legisla
tion originated, and through which it has 
all come, particularly the legislation of 
1941, when the question arose as to 
whether or not they should be con
trolled by the Accounting Office, I may 
say that we had quite extensive hearings 
on that question and the representatives 
of this agency were perfectly arbitrary 
and resistant to the proposal. They said 
their affairs ought not to be audited by 
anybody, that their accounts ought not 
to be subject to supervision except in 
their own agency, and that they ought 
to be permitted to spend any money they 
got hold of from their returns from any 
source just as they pleased.-

Of course, as a legislator responsible 
to the people of my section of the coun
try I am interested in knowing whether 

or not there is going to be some fair pro
vision put in the appropriation bill, either 
to broaden or limit the functions and 
authority of the Tennessee Valley Au
thority, and if there is I think it should 
go through the legislative committee 
which has created this authority and 
has studied the proposition. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. That is 
the position which the conferees took, 
that it is a matter that the legislative 
committee ought to consider rather than 
try to work it out piecemeal fashion in an 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the 
·gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GIFFORD. To further empha
size the matter, and for the encourage
ment of the House, ~ill the gentleman 
restate the expenditures in full as well as 
the full amount of receipts of the 
T.V. A.? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I do not 
know that I clearly understand what the 
gentleman wants to know. Does the 
gentleman want to know the amount of 
money involved as the appropriation for 
T.V. A.? 

Mr. GIFFORD. What does it cost us 
this year, and what will be their re
ceipts? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. It is esti
mated that approximately $36,000,000 
will be available for expenditure during 
the fiscal year 1943 from receipts from 
their power and fertilizer operations. 

Mr. GIFFORD. What are their total 
receipts from power and other things? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. The 
amount I have just stated, $36,000,000 for 
the next fiscal year. 

Mr. GIFFORD. What is their ex
pense? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Of 
course, their expense has been a tre
mendous construction program and they 
are just now getting to the point where 
they are having large sales of power, 
hence the interest in the disposition of 
their receipts. 

Mr. GIFFORD. The gentleman him
self feels somewhat encouraged that the 
receipts sometime will very nearly reach 
the outgo? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. That 
w~uld involve considerable optimism, I 
Will say to the gentleman from Massa
chusetts, but I think much encourage
ment can be had from the fact that the 
receipts will amount to $36,000,000, and 
undoubtedly are going to increase very 
much from year to year. · 

Mr. GIFFORD. The gentleman un
derstands my question is asked because 
I am seeking encouragement in the mat
ter for the House. 

Mr. \VOODRUM of Virginia. I can 
offer the gentleman some degree of en- · 
couragement, I will say to my friend from 
Massachusetts. · 

Mr. DffiKSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I yield. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Simply for the pur

pose of keeping the record straight, the 
total receipts for power sales were 
$36,938,000 and $1,411,112 from miscella-

neous revenue, from which there must 
be deducted $2,229,000 for interdepart
mental sales. So they have an available 
balance of $36,120,000. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I thank 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques-
tion on the motion. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Alpendment No. 115: On page 75, line 12, 

after the word "Statute", insert: "Provided, 
That the sum of not less than $20,000,000 
from the said construction fund shall be 
available for the construction of towboats 
and barges adapted for use in the trans
portation of oil, gasoline, fuels, and other 
commodities over the inland or coastal waters 
of the United States." 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House further 
insist on its disagreement to the Senate 
amendment. · 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I yield 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. RICH. I want to say to the gen
tleman that I think the committee should 
agree to this amendment because it is 
going to do what many of the Members 
have discussed from time to time about 
the construction of these barges in order 
that they may transport oil and gasoline 
along the intercoastal waterways. I 
think it would be a wise move to agree 
to this provision. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. It may 
be a wise policy, I will say to the gentle
man; but I will call the gentleman's at
tention to the fact that the language put 
in by the Senate is merely permissive. 
It permits the Maritime Commission to 
do something that they already have the . 
power to do, but it is really a function 
of the Office of Defense Transportation. 
That is the situation in a nutshell. We 
have set up a special agency for defense 
transportation and it is peculiarly their 
function to provide for this barge trans
portation, and it is not the function of 
the Maritime Commission to do it. The 
Maritime Commission has a letter which 
I wish the gentleman would refer to. It 
is in the RECORD of May 6, at page 3995, 
a letter from Admiral Land, in which he 
states he does not- think the Maritime 
Commission should be further burdened 
with this matter when it is peculiarly the 
function of the Office of Defense Trans
portati"on. 

Mr. RICH. I understood from a read
ing of the amendment that it was-for the 
construction of these barges and that 
their operation might be under any other 
organization. Is that correct? · 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. It calls 
for the construction of these boats, and 
it is merely permissive language, and 
does not compel anybody to do anything. 
There is a right way to do it, and it is 
not the right way to put it in this bill in 
this way. 

Mr. RICH. I believe it ought to be 
handled in this way, but if you gentle
men who have gone into the matter 
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think otherwise, we are willing to trust 
your best judgment. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I yield 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. BLAND. I will say to the gentle
man from Virginia that I am in thorough 
accord with the position taken by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RrcHJ. It does not make any difference 
whether this is permissive or not. I do 
not see why in the name of heaven the 
Maritime Commission should be object
ing to some permissive authority. If the 
question is one of conflict between them 
and Eastman's administration and oth
ers, in the name of heaven why can they 
not get together and settle that co~flict? 
I have no sympathy with the position 
taken by the Maritime Commission in 
connection with this item. 

Mr. RICH. And if we adopted this 
amendment now, we would get these 
barges constructed at once? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Oh, no. 
That is the point. We would not get 
them constructed at once, because the 
-Maritime Commission does not think 
they ought to build them. 

Mr. BLAND. And if the Congress 
thinks so, why in the name of heaven 
cannot the Commission bow to the will 
of Congress? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. If the 
Congress think so, the Congress ought to 
pass a substantive act, and not play with 
the matter by making a permissive 
amendment in respect to it. 

Mr. BLAND. If there is a conflict be
tween these two agencies, and authority 
is given, then, cannot they be gotten to
gether possibly by the President of the 
United States and resolve their difficul
ties? 

Mr. RICH. Would it not be a wise 
thing to ask somebody in authority to go 
ahead and direct this Commission to do 
that? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. If this 
motion prevails, the matter goes back to 
conference again, and we will give it 
further consideration. 

Mr. RICH. We have faith in what the 
gentleman from Virginia is trying to do, 
and I hope the gentleman will get action 
upon it, because if we are going to have 
action, we should get it at once. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Yes. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. I want to ask this 

question. As I understand it, it is the 
intention of the committee that $20,-
000,000 shall be available for the con
struction of towboats, barges, for the 
transportation of oil and gasoline, fuels, 
and other commodities over the inland 
or coastal waterways in the United 
States. What effect upon the use of that 
money for that purpose will the adoption 
of the gentleman's position have? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. The 
Senate inserted an amendment such as 
the gentleman has indicated, making 
$20,000,000 of the funds of the Maritime 
Commission available for the purpose 
which the gentleman has indicated. The 
Maritime Commission objects to that for 

two reasons. In the first place, they 
have not got $20,000,000 that they can 
devote to that. Their funds are allo
cated for a shipbuilding program, and 
we are continually being called upon for 
more funds by the Maritime Commission. 
The second reason is that the Maritime 
Commission, according to the letter they 
have inserted in the RECORD under date 
of May 6, at page 3995, say that if the 
policy is to be inaugurated, it ought to 
be inaugurated and set into motion by 
the Office of Defense Transportation, 
that they have jurisdiction of it, and that 
the Maritime Commission already has 
more ~han it can do and ought not to be · 
further saddled with the matter of build
ing and operating barges. It may be 
that this is the right thing to do, but if 
it is, it ought to be given to the agencies 
that we set up for that purpose. 

Mr. McLAUGH.LIN. Regardless of the 
controversy that exists between the two 
agencies, as to which one shall control 
the appropriation, it is the province of 
Congress to indicate its desire that $20,-
000,000 shall be used for this purpose. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. It is. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. What effect will 

the adopt ion of the gentleman's motion 
have upon the indication which Con
gress has made? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Con
gress has made no such indication. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. I refer to 'the in
dication impliCit in this amendment, that 
it is desired that $20,000,000 be used for 
this purpose. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. If the 
motion that I have made is adopted, the 
amendment will still be in disagreement, 
and it will go back to a further confer
ence. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Without instruc
tions? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Without 
instructions. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. And without any 
indication from the House as to how the 
conferees shall proceed? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I think 
the conferees as well as most Members 
of the House who have expressed them
selves feel that there is much merit in 
the use of these barges. I would person
ally hope that a proper -program should 
be agreed upon between these two 
agencies. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. It would seem to 
me at this time, when transportation is 
of such importance, that $20,000,000 
should be used for the construction of 
these barges, and I hope the gentleman 
may have that in mind. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I think 
that is true. I would like to see a direct 
appropriation of that amount of money 
made to some agency and specific au
thority given, and not approach it indi
rectly. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I yield. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The 

gentleman probably is not aware of the 
fact that there has been a great deal of 
diHiculty with the defense transportation 
group in getting adequate facilities for 
the inland waterways. It is only natural, 

of course, that those in charge of the 
defense transportation are more friendly 
to railroad transportation than they are 
to river transportation. I think it would 
be very advisable to retain this provision 
in the bill so that there would be some 
definite indication on the part of Con
gress that we want to get these additional 
facilities for water transportation, and 
thereby bring the supplies that we need 
into this and other sections of the coun
try. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I am 
sure the conferees are glad to have had 
these expressions from Members of the 
House. If this motion is adopted we will 
go back to conference, and see what we 
can do. 

Mr. RICH. -Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I yield. 
Mr. RICH. I do not know of anyone 

that we have any more confidence in than 
the gentleman from Virginia. If he finds 
that this is going to give us immediate 
construction, then I hope the committee 
will act in that manner, in order that we 
may get them at the quickest possible 
moment. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I yield. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Is there any case 

of record where the Maritime Commis
sion has ever built and operated barges? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I can
not answer that. My colleague the gen
tleman from Virginia, Judge BLAND, prob
ably can tell you. 

Mr. BLAND. Not on inland water
ways, as far as I can recall. The barges 
or boats on the Warrior River system, I 
think, was an independent operation. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. It ::;eems to me the 
gentleman is sound in the position he 
has taken. We should keep them out of 
the Maritime Commission. It is a tech
nical problem and I do not think the 
Maritime Commission should be brought 
into that field at all. 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. We will 
do what we can and see what we can 
work out of it. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I yield. 
Mr. WHITE. The Government does 

operate barges on the Mississippi River. 
Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. That is 

a special set-up. It is not the Maritime 
Commission, I am sure. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques
tion. 

The previous question wa1 ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

agreeing to the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

The motion was agreed to. 
On motion by Mr. WooDRUM of Vir

ginia, a motion to reconsider the votes 
by which the various motions were 
agreed to was laid on the table. 

SILVER 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no· objection. 
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Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, one chief 

newspaper read by the Members of Con
gress and the members of our Govern
ment, the Washington Post, in editorial 
this morning gives a Tip for Congress, 
heading a long article against the ad
ministration's silver-purchase program. 
Day after day this paper and many lead
ing publications of the country subject 
the people and the Congress to a barrage 
of propaganda of misrepresentation 
concerning the use of silver as money. 
What is the reason? I have studied this 
question and I presented the reason for 
this vicious campaign in my reply to the 
65 economists made on the floor of the 
House yesterday which appears in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD this morning. I 
hope every Member of both branches of 
Congress will read it and get the facts. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITE. I yield. 
M.·. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Does 

the gentleman favor increasing the price 
of silver? 

Mr. WHITE. If we could permit the 
law of supply and demand to play the 
price of silver would rise-the price of 
silver is in a vlse and has been for a long 
time. I did not know of this situation 
until a friend of mine tried to buy $40,-
000 worth for commercial purposes. I 
tried everywhere to help him but you 
cannot buy silver at any price. I have 
the telegrams and letters from the big 
silver dealers to prove this fact. The 
price of foreign silver in this country is 
rigidly controlled. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Idaho has expired. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPRO

PRIATION BILL, 1943-CONFERENCE 
REPORT 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I call up 

the conference report on the bill (H. R. 
6709) making appropriations for the De
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the statement 
may be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is ther.e objection? 
Mr. HOOK. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 

The Clerk will read the conference report. 
The Clerk read the conference report. 
The conference report and statement 

are as follows: 
CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6709) making appropriations for the Depart
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year end
ing June 30, 1943, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend and do recom
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend
ments numbered 13, 16, 24; 29; 30, 32, 34, 
49, 52, 56, 57, 58, 61, 64, 69, 70, 75, 77, and 92. 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendments of the Senate num
bered 1, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 22, 25, 26, 27, 28, 33, 39, 
53, 55, 59, 62, 63, 65, 67, 68, 72, 73, 78, 80, 
82, 84, 89, 94, 98, 99, 100, 103, and 104, and 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 20, and agr~e 
to the same with .an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend
ment, insert: ": Provided further, That no 
part of the funds herein appropriated or 
made available to the Bureau of Agricultural 
Economics shall be used for State and county 
land-use planning"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to t he amend
men t of the Senate numbered 23, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$242,580:;; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$301,403"; 
and the S:mate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
"$1,133,110"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 50 : That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$323,733"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 51: That the Homoe 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$897,484"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 54, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$382,275"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 60: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 60, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$374,395"; 
and t he Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 66: That the Home 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbeFed 66, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert "$5,142,239"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 71: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 71, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert "$6,785,512"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 74, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed Insert "$1 ,339,429"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 76: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
"$22,427,204"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 105: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 105, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment, insert: 

"SEc. 4. Of the total amount available un
der this Act for traveling expenses, the Secre
tary of Agriculture is authorized and direct
ed, on or before August 1, 1942, to cover into 
the surplus fund of the Treasury the sum of 
$1,500,000, which shall be in addition to re
ductions in amounts available for traveling 
expenses resulting from decreases in the ap
propriations made by this Act below the 
Budget estimates." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
The committee of conference report in dis

agreement amendments numbered 2, 6, 9, 10, 
11, 12, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 21, 31, 36, 38, 40, 41, 
42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 79, 81, 83, 85, 86, 87, 
88, 90, 91, 93, 95, 96, 97, 101, and 102. 

M. c. TARVER, 
CLARENCE CANNON, 
CHARLES H. LEAVY, 
D. D. TERRY, 
Ross A. CoLLINS, 
W. P. LAMBERTSON, 
CHARLES A. PLUMLEY, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
RICHi\RD B. RUSSELL, 
CARL HAYDEN, 
MILLARD E. TYDINGS, 
J. H. BANKHEAD, 
E. D. SMITH, 
GERALD P. NYE, 
CHAS. L. McNARY, 

Managers on the pa1't of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 
The managers on the part of the House at 

the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6709) making ap
propriations for the Department of Agricul
ture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, 
and for other purposes, submit the following 
statement in explanation of the effect of the 
action agreed upon and recommended in the 
accompanying conference report, as to each 
of such amendments, _ namely: 

Correction of totals, al locations, etc. 
The following amendments are in adjust

ment of totals, allocations, clarifications of 
text, etc.: Nos. 4, 8, 23, 24, 27, 28, 29, 37, 51, 
52, 66, 71, 73, 76, 80, 82, and 100. 

Office of the Secretary 

Amendment No. 1 relating to the prohibi
tion against predictions or forecasts with re
spect to future prices of cotton or the trend 
of same: The Senate proposes to permit fore
casts "as to damage threatened or caused 
by insects and pests". to which the House 
agrees. 

Office of Information 

Amendment No. 3, salaries and expenses: 
The House appropriated $490,144; the Senate, 
$400,144; the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 5, display of exhibits at 
State and other fairs: The House allotted 
$70,832; . the Senate, $60,832; the House re
cedes. 

Amendment No. 7, printing and binding: 
The House appropriated $1,000,000; the Sen
ate, $1,300,000; the House recedes. 

Special research fund, Department of 
Agriculture 

Amendment No. 13, removal of soybean 
chemical investigations from Urbana, Ill., to 
Peoria, Ill.: The Senate struck out the House 
provision for the removal to the Northern 
Regional Laboratory at Peoria, Ill ., -Of the 
chemical phases of the soybean investigations 
heretofore conducted at Urbana, Ill.; the Sen.
ate recedes. 

Extension Servtce 

Amendment No. 16, Puerto Rico: The House 
appropriated $100,000; the Senate, $128,000; 
the Senate recedes. 

Bureau of Agricultural Economics 
Amendment No . 20, agricultural program 

formulat ion: The Senate inserted a limitation 
prohibiting the use of the appropriation for 



5058 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE JUNE 9 
cooperative agricultural program formula
tion, to which the House agrees with a clarify
ing amendment limiting the prohibition to 
work at the State and county levels. 

Bureau of Animal Industry 
Amendment No. 22, animal husbandry: 

The Senate provided an Increase of $16,920, to 
which the House agrees. The poultry experi
ment station at Glendale, Ariz., is restored In 
the sum of $13,500, and the beef cattle man
agement investigations at Ardmore, S. Dak., 
are restored in the sum. of $3,420. 

Amendment No. 25, diseases of animals: 
The Senate reduced the allocation for swine 
erysipelas in the sum of $6,500, to which the 
House agrees. 

Amendment No. 26, eradicating cattle ticks: 
The House appropriated $270,000; the Senate, 
$276,000; the House recedes. 

Bureau of Dairy Industry 
Amendment No. 30, studies of dairy herd 

Improvement records: The House made a cut 
of $20,000 in the Budget increase of $40,320; 
the Senate restored $15,000 of the cut; the 
Senate recedes. 

Bureau of Plant Industry 
Amendment No. 32, bindweed and other 

noxious weeds: The House provided $25,000; 
the Senate, $37,685; the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 33, forage crops and dis
eases: The Senate provided an increase of 
$50,000 for turf-grass investigations, to which 
the House agrees. 

Amendment No. 34, forest pathology: The 
House appropriated $15,000 for sap-stain-con
trol Investigations, which the Senate struck 
out. The Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 35, plant exploration, in
troduction, and surveys: The House appro
priated $293,903; the Senate, $308,903; the 
conference report provides $301,403. 

Forest Service 
Amendment No. 39, forest infiuences: The 

House appropriated $124,350; the Senate, 
$133,000. The House recedes as to the amount 
appropriated; the Senate recedes from its cut 
of $350 in the allocation to the station at 
Iron Forks,' Ark. 

Bureau of Agricultural Chemistry and 
Engineering 

Amendments Nos. 49 and 50, agricultural 
engineering investigations: The Senate pro
vided an increase of $10,000 for prevention 
and control of dust explosions and fires, from 
which it recedes; the Senate provided an 
increase of $5,000 for rural-electrification in
vestigations relating to the developing of 
low-cost egg coolers on the farm, to which 
the House agrees. 
Bureau of Entomology and Plant Quara-ntine 

Amendment No. 53, fruit insects: The Sen
ate provided increases totaling $23,345 for 
work on pecan insects, peach insects, and 
grape insects, and a decrease of $5,000 for 
Japanese-beetle investigations, to which the 
House agrees. · 

Amendment No. 54, Japanese-beetle con
trol: The House appropriated $82,275; the 
Senate, $432,275; the conference report pro
vides $382,275. 

Amendment No. 55, Japanese-beetle con
trol: The Senate inserted a provision pro
hibiting the use of the appropriation to 
pay the cost or value of trees or other prop
erty injured or destroyed, to which the 
House agrees. 

Amendments Nos. 56, 57, 58, and 61, gypsy 
and brown-tail moth control, Dutch elm 
disease eradication, phony peach and peach 
mosaic eradication, and barberry eradica
tion: The ·action of the conferees on these 
amendments disallows the Senate increases 
for technical supervision of W. P. A. em
ployees assigned to these projects. The cost 
of such supervision has heretofore been 
paid from the respective Federal W. P. A. 
allotments. It ls the opinion of the con-

ferees that work of this type, which was 
begun under relie{ appropriations, should 
not be transferred to the regular depart
mental appropriations, but that, if it is to 
be continued as an eJDergency matter, con
sideration thereof should be accorded in 
connection with further relief appropria
tions or other legislation. 

Amendment No. 59, forest insects: The 
Senate provided an increase of $15,000 for 
continuation of studies on insect vectors of 
the Dutch elm disease, to which the House 
agrees. 

Amendment No. 60, cereal and forage in
sects: The Senate provided an increase of 
$50,000, of which $40,000 was for strengthen
ing the investigations on the European corn 
borer and $10,000 for continuation of studies 
on the Mormon cricket. The conference 
report provides an increase of $25,000 for 
these two investigations. 

Amendment No. 61, barberry eradication: 
See amendments Nos. 56, 57, 58, and 61, 
above. 

Amendment No. 62, cotton insects: The 
. House appropriated $123,895; the Senate, 
$148,439; the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 63, bee culture: The 
House appropriated $75,100; the Senate, $82,-
100; the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 64, insects affecting man 
and animals: The Senate provided an in
crease of $6,000 for investigations of the 
Clear Lake gnat at Clear Lake, Calif. The 
Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 65, foreign plant quaran
tines: The House appropriated $716,300; the 
Senate, $719;550; the House recedes. 

Agricultural Marketing Service 

Amendment No. 67, Cotton Quality Sta
tistics and Classing Acts: The Senate pro
vided an increase of $10,000, to which the 
House agrees. 

Amendment No. 68, United States Cotton 
Futures and United States Cotton St andards 
Act: The Senate restored a Budget cut of 
$15,000, to which the House agrees. This 
will provide the same amount for the fiscal 
year 1943 as is appropriated for the fiscal 
year 1942. 

Amendment No. 69, United States Ware
house Act: The House appropriated $456,415; 
the Senate, $481,415; the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 70, Packers and Stock
yards Act: The House appropriated $389,544; 
the Senate, $397,665; the Senate recedes. 
Enforcement of the Commodity Exchange 

Act 

Amendment No. 72, salaries and expenses: 
The House appropriated $569,587; the Senate, 
$469,587; the House recedes. 

Soil Conservation Service 

Amendment No. 74, Soil and moisture con
servation and land-use investigations: The 
House appropriated $1,314,429; the Senate, 
$1,364,429; the conference report provides 
$1,339,429. 

Amendment No. 75, Soil and moisture con
servation and land-use operations, demon
strations, and information: The House appro
priated $20,510,812; the Senate, $19,510,812; 
the Senate recedes. 
Agricultural conservation program payments 

Amendment No. 77, the so-called Andrews 
amendment: The Senate inserted a pro
vision requiring that seed purchased for de
livery to far~ers for use in connection with 
soil conservation compliances be bought 
through regular seed dealer channels except 
where such sources are not available. The 
Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 78, limitation of $1,000 on 
payments to any one person or corporation: 
The House inserted a provision limiting agri
cultural conservation payments to $1,000. 
The Senate struck out the provision, to which 
the House agrees. 

Commodity Credit Corporation 
Amendment No. 84, relating to commodities 

for the manufacture of which grain may be 
sold below the parity price: The House pro
vided that grain may be sold below parity for 
the manufacture of "alcohol." The Senate 
struck out "alcohol" and inserted in lieu 
thereof the words "ethyl alcohol, butyl alco
hol, acetone, or rubber", to which the House 
agrees. 
International production control committees 

Amendment No. 89: The Senate inserted 
a new item authorizing the expenditure of 
$17,500 from funds available to the Agricul
tural Adjustment Administration for the 
share of the United States as a member of 
the International Wheat Advisory Commit
tee, the International Sugar Council, or like 
bodies, to which the House agrees. 
Land utilization and retirement of submar

ginal lands 
Amendment No. 92: The House appropri

ated $1,59). ,182; the Senate, $795,575; the 
Senate recedes . 

Loans, grants, and rural rehabilitation 
Amendment No. 94, migratory labor camps: 

The House made no appropriation; the Sen
ate appropriated $1,400,000; the House re
cedes. 

Amendment No. 98, maximum loan to any 
individual farmer: The House provided 
$1,000; the Senate, $2,500; the House recedes. 

Rural Electrification Administration 
Amendment No. 99, salaries and expenses: 

The House appropriated $3,750,000; the Sen
ate, $3,500,000; the House recedes. 

Requirement of affidavit by employees 

Amendment No. 103: The Senate inserted 
a provision exempting persons employed for 
less than 60 days for sudden emergency work 
involving the loss of human life or the de
struction of property from the requirement 
to make affidavits of nonmembership in or
ganizations advocating the overthrow of the 
United States Government by force or vio
lence, to which the House agrees. 

Travel expenses 

Amendment No . 104: The Senate struck 
out the House provision limiting travel ex
pense to $8,000,000, to which the House 
agrees. . 

Amendment No. 105: The Senate inserted 
the following: 

"SEC. 4. Of the total amount available un
der this Act for traveling expenses, the Sec
retary of Agriculture is authorized and di
rected, on or before August 1, 1942, to cover 
into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts 
the sum of $1,500,000, which shall be in addi
tion to reductions in amounts available for 
traveling expenses resulting from decreases 
in the appropriations made by this Act below 
the Budget estimates." 

The conference report strikes out the Sen
ate language and inserts in lieu thereof the 
following: 

"SEC: 4 Of the total amount available un
der this act for traveling expenses, the Secre
tary of Agriculture is authorized and directed, 
on or before August 1, 1942, to cover into the 
surplus fund of the Treasury the sum of 
$1,500,000, which shall be in addition to re
ductions in amounts available for traveling 
expenses resulting from decreases in the ap
propriations made by this act below the 
Budget estimates." 

Amendments in disagreement 
The · committee 'of conference failed to 

reach any agreement as to the following 
amendments: 
Totals, allocations, clarifications of text, etc. 
. The following amendments relate to the 
a~justment of totals, allocations, clarifica
tions of text, etc.: Nos. 11, 12, 17, 18, 21, 36, 40, 
41, 43, 44, 46, 47, 48 and 93. 
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· Office of the Solicitor 

Amendment No. 2: Fixes the salary of the 
Solicitor at $9,200. The managers on the part 
of the House will recommend that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment with an 
amendment fixing the salary at $9,000. 

Office of Information 
Amendment No. 6: Permits the reimburse

ment of the appropriation on account of du
plicating and photographic work done for 
the other bureaus and ofilces of the Depart
ment from the appropriat ·ons of such bureaus 
current at the time such work is done. The 
managers on the part of the House will rec
ommend that the House concur. 

Office of Exper iment Stations 
Amendments Nos. 9 and 10, title I, Bank

head-Janes Act: Appropriates $2,463,708, in
stead of $2,263,708 as propo·ed by the House, 
and provides that $63,708 shall be so allotted 
as to prevent any State or Territory from re
ceiving less than it received in the fiscal year 
1942. The managers on the part of the House 
will recommend that the House concur. 

Extension Service 

Amendments Nos. 14 and 15, additional co
operative extension work: Appropriate $555,-
000 instead of $203,000 as proposed by the 
House, and is for the purpose of preventing 
certain o1 the States and Territories from 
receiving allotments reduced in amount on 
account of change in the plan of allotment 
from a rural population basis to a farm popu
lation basis, or on account of relative reduc
tion in population as evidenced by the Census 
of 1940 compared with the Census of 1930. 
The managers on the part of the House will 
move to concur. 

Bureau of Agricultural Economies 
Amendment No. 19, salaries and expenses: 

Appropriates $778,798, instead of $278,798 as 
proposed by the House. 

Bureau ot Plant Industry 
Amendment No. 31: Appropriates $572,580, 

instead of $575,475 as proposed by the House. 
The managers on the part of the House will 
recommend that the House concur with an 
amendment fixing the amount of the appro
priation at $579,895. This will be for the 
purpose of restoring $20,000, proposed by the 
House and stricken out by the Senate, for 
hybrid corn investigations in the South; it 
will accept the Senate increase of $4,420 for 
seed fiax investigations, and will eliminate 
the Senate increase of $12,685 for investi
gations of bindweed and other noxious weeds. 

Forest Service 

Amendment No. 38, national forest protec
tion and management: Provides an increase 
of $3,000,000 to strengthen forest fire con
trol and an increase of $20,000 for expansion 
of recreational facilities at Mount Charles
ton near Las Vegas. Nev . 

Amendment No. 42, forest-fire cooperation: 
Appropriates $5,000,000, instead of $2,500,000 
as proposed by the House . 

Forest roads and trails 
Amendment No. 45: Appropriates $7,500,-

000, instead of $6,500,000 as proposed by the 
House. 
Agricultural conservation program payments 

Amendment No. 79: Provides that tenants 
or sharecroppers on cropland owned by the 
United States Government who comply with 
the program shall be entitled to the same 
payments for such compliance as other pro
ducers. The managers on the part of the 
House Will recommend that the House 
concur. 

Parity payments 
Amendment No . 81: Provides that the ag

ricultural conservation payments shall be 
taken into account and added to the 
farmer 's market returns in determining the 
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amount of the parity payment to which he 
may be entitled. 

Commodity Credit Corporation 
Amendment No. 83, relating to Govern

ment-controlled stocks of grain which may 
be sold for less than parity for feeding pur
poses or for manufacture of alcohol, etc.: 
The House provided that grain ~ay be sold 
below parity if it "has substantially de
teriorated in quality and is sold for feeding 
purposes or the manufacture of alcohol"; 
while the Senate provided that grain may be 
sold below parity if it "has substantially de
teriorated in quality or is sold for the pur
pose of feeding or the manufacture of" cer
tain industrial alcohols, acetone , and rubber. 
The question of merit in the Senate amend
ment lies in its substitution of the word "or" 
for the word "and". 

Amendment No. 85: The Senate proposes 
that not more than 125,000,000 bushels of 
wheat be sold for feeding purposes. 

Ame"ndment No. 86: ·The Senate proposes 
that "no grain shall be sold for feed at a 
price less than 85 per centum of the parity 
price of corn at the time such sale is made." 
Exportation and domestic consumption of 

agricultural commodities 
Amendments Nos. 87 and 88: Strikes out 

the House language authorizing the use of 
$775 ,000 for administrative expenses and in
serts language reappropriating the unex
pended balance (estimated to be approxi
mately $44,500,000) of the funds made avail
able for the purposes of "section 32" for the 
fiscal years 1941 and 1942. These amend
ments involve the school-lunch program, the 
food stamp plan,. etc. 

Farm Tenant Act 
Amendment No. 90, salaries and expenses: 

Appropriates $2,000,000, instead of $1 ,250,000 
as proposed by the House. · 

Amendment No. 91, loans: Authorizes $40,-
000,000, instead of $25,000,000 as proposed by 
the House. 

Loans, grants, and rural rehabilitation 
Amendment No. 95, rehabilitation services 

and assistance: Appropriates $50,319,557, in
stead of $25,319,557 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 96, loans: Authorizes $125,-
000,000, instead of $70,000,000 as proposed by 
the House. 

Amendment No. 97, land-purchase pro
gram: Authorizes the completion of commit
ments outstanding on June 30, 1942. 

Interchange of appropriations 

Amendments Nos. 101 and 102: Author
izes interchange within bureaus of not to 
exceed 10 per centum, instead of not to ex
ceed 5 per centum of the amounts appro
priated as proposed by the House; and au
thorizes the addition of not more than 10 
per centum to any one item, instead of not 
more than 5 per centum as proposed by the 
House. 

M. C. TARVER, 
CLARENCE CANNON, 

CHAS. H. LEAVY, 
D. D. TERRY, 
Ross A. COLLINS, 
W. P. LAMBERTSON, 
CHARLES A. PLUMLEY, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 10 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, the Senate adopted 105 
amendments · to the Agriculture Appro
priation bill. The pending conference 
report represents the agreement of the 
conferees of the two bodies on, as I re
call, 54 of those amendments. In part, 
agreement has been reached 'so far as 
the conferees are concerned, on other 

amendments where because of the parlia
mentary rules it is necessary that the 
amendments be brought back to the 
House and motions made to recede and 
concur in the Senate action. Certain 
other amendments which are reported in 
disagreement have relation to totals, and 
action upon them will follow whatever 
disposition is made of the amendments 
which are really in controversy. 

The amendments relating to the in
creases provided for the Forest Service, 
for the Farm Security Administration, 
and relating to the limitation provided by 
the House upon ·~he administrative funds 
of the Commodity Credit Corporation, 
and the amendments of the Senate to the 
parity provisions of the bill, with the sole 
exception of the one relating to the use 
of grains in the manufacture of ethyl 
alcohol, butyl alcohol, and acetone for 
rubber, are in disagreement. There are, 
however, only some six or seven items of 
major disagreement. 

The appropriations carried in the bill, 
insofar as the conferees of the two 
Houses have been able to reach agree
ment and as represented by the position 
of the managers on the part of the 
House as to amendments in disagreement 
are substantially below the figures of the 
bill as it passed the Senate. 

The clerk of the subcommittee has not 
yet been able to complete his computa
tion to show exactly the amount by which 
the conference report and motions to be 
offered by House managers would reduce 
the amounts allowed in the Senate bill 
in connection with these amendments. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may insert in the RECORD at this 
point the statement of the Clerk rela
tive to that subject matter after the 
statement has been completed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
The matter referred to follows: 
The conference report involves a net in

crease of $1.449,636 above the amount of the 
bill as it passed the Senate, due to the fact 
that the Senate had made reductions in 
House items totaling $1,810,607, which were 
restored in conference. Offsetting the fore
going items, the Senate conferees receded 
from several increases, totaling $360,971. 

Should the House agree to the motions of 
its managers respecting the Senate amend
ments still in disagreement, there will be a 
net reduction under Senate figures, covering 
the entire bill, of $29,991 ,049 in appropria
tions from the Treasury and a reduction of 
$55,000,000 in loan authorizations. 

Mr. TARVER. The amendments 
which have been agreed upon and with 
relation to which a complete statement 
is made in the conference report do not 
as a rule involve the expenditure of a 
very considerable amount of funds; 
many of them are of a very minor na
ture. The House Membership has had 
opportunity to examine the conference 
report and to advise itself as to the ac
tion which has been taken by the con
ferees. It would be a fruitless matter 
for me to undertake to discuss in detail 
all of the 54 amendments with regard 
to which agreement has been rea.ched, 
and I shall not . undertake to do so, but 
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at this time desire to offer to .answer to 
the best of my ability any question which 
may be propounded by the members of 
the committee with reference to those 
amendments. I hope that the gentle
men at this time will not interrogate me 
with reference to the amendments which 
are in disagreement. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr; VOORHIS of California. I wish 
to ask the gentleman about amendment 
No. 94, which deals with migratory labor 
camps. This is a matter in which cer
tain sections of -the country, notably my 
own, are at p:r:esent very ·- seriously ·con
cerned because ef the shortage of agri
cultural · labor. We ought especially to 
have -mobile labor camps and to have 
enough money to operate the camps that 
are already constructed. It seems to us 
in California a very important thing that 
sufficient funds be provided for this pur
pose. I notice that the conferees have 
agreed to grant really the Senate appro
priation, which is U ,400,000, and I thank
the conferees for so doing; but the ques
tion I desired to ask the gentleman is 
whether he thinks this amount will in 
the long run be sufficient to take. care of 
this problem. 

Mr. TARVER. The gentleman will no 
doubt recall that on the passage of the 
bill through the House I. undertook to 
sustain the action taken by .the subcom
mittee insofar- as I could do so by argu"' 
ment. 

Mr. VOORHIS o~ California. I do re
. member that. · 

Mr. TARVER. The House disagreed 
With the position· of the gentleman and 
with the position ·of myself. ThE. Senate 
.by amendment provided $1,400,000· for 
the operation and maintenance of exist
ing migratory labor camps. The House 
conferees could go no further. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I un
derstand. 

Mr. TARVER. We agreed to the in
crease over the figures in the House bill 
suggested by the Senate. This is done 
in the conference report. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I thank 
the gentleman. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle
man from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I wish to know if 
the Clerk has had sufficient time to com
pute the total as carr1ed in the House 
bill and compare it to the increases which 
the other body added so as to give us a 
picture of the difference in the two bills? 

Mr. TARVER. The gentleman evi
dently did not hear my statement a few 
moments ago when I asked permission to 
insert that in the RECORD as soon as it is 
prepared by the Clerk. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I thank the gentle
man. 

Mr. TALLE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa. 

Mr. TALLE. My question has to do 
with the Bureau of Plant Industry, under 

vegetables and fruits. I understand that· 
the amounts appropriated for potato 
breeding and onion breeding, or rather 
for research in those two fields, are the 
same as were allowed in the House bill. 
Is that not correct? 

Mr. TARVER. To what amendment 
does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. TALLE. I believe the House fig
ures are intact. I want to be sure no 
changes have been made, and I see no 
amendment in the conference report 
that would indicate changes in the two 
items involved. 

Mr. TARVER. If there is no amend
ment, of course, the provisions remain 
as ·in the House bill. 

Mr. TALLE. I th&.nk. the gentleman 
for his assurance that these figures re
main intact. 

Mr. HAINES. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HAINES. May I inquire if the 
gentleman has touched on the question 
of the wheat storage proposition? 

Mr. TARVER. No. There is nothing 
in the conference report involving that 
problem,- as far as I know. 

Mr. HAINES. I thought the gentle
man was taking up this conference. report 
as it relates to wheat sto~ks. . 

Mr. TARVER. No. The gentleman. 
·has -reference to the limitation proposed 
in the House bilf on the sale of Govern
ment-owned commodities by the Com
modity Credit Corporation. That 
amendment is in disagreement and is 
not involved - in the conference report. 
It will be taken up later. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle
man from Montana. 

Mr. · O'CONNOR. As I recall, the 
House wrote in a limitation of $1,000 on 
conservation payments. My under-stand
ing is that the Senate struck out that 
limitation of a thousand dollars. If that 
is the case, we are back operating under 
the old law where we would have a limita
tion of only $10,000; is that correct? 

Mr.'TARVER. The limitation provided 
in the House bill did not prevent the mak
ing of payments to landlords in excess 
of $1,000 in cases where the landlords 
were operating a farm through tenants 
or sharecroppers and in connection with 
which operation they adopted methods 
determined by the local committees to 
be in accordance with fair and customary 
standards of renting and sharecropping 
prevailing in that locality. In other 
words, the House limitation was entirely 
without effect in the cases of landlords 
operating farms through tenants and 
sharecroppers where the landlord dealt 
fairly with the tenants. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself 5 additional minutes. 
While the House limitation was not as 

far reaching as some of its advocates 
seemed to think it should have been, in 
the opinion of the House conferees, and 
even in the opinion of some of them who 
had supported the limitation in question, 
the subject matter is one which ought to 
be dealt with by legislation, amending 

and revising legislation which is now on 
the -statute books governing such pay
ments and ought not to be handled or 
undertaken to be handled in an appropri
ation bill, and largely for that reason the 
House conferees have receded and agreed 
to the Senate amendment striking the 
limitation from the bill. 

Mr. O'CONN0R. We are operating 
under the general law then of $10,000? 

Mr. TARVER. Under the statute law 
as it has existed prior to the passage of 
this bill by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. That is a limitation 
of $10,000? 

Mr. TARVER. That is right. 
Mr. MONRONEY Will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. TARVER. I yield. to the gentle-

man from Oklahoma. -
Mr. MONRONEY. In amendments 

numbered 104 and 105 I understand the 
House has rece.ded from t.he $8,000,000 
trav'el ' limitatiori ana 'is reco~ending 
almost verbatim the Senate limitatiOn 
Which provides '~Or a . refund of only one 
and one-half million dollars in the travel 
account. Tha£ is on page 8 of the con
ference report. The piuliamentary situ
ation is such, is it .not, that there can be 
no separate vote on this $8,000,000 t1·avel 
limitation that the House passed? 

Mr. TARVER. No. Of course, the 
House could reject the conference report 
and send the whole }llatter back to con
ference, but there is n.o way under the 
rules of the House by which the gentle
man could get .a vote on that particular 
amendment alone. 

May I say to the gentleman with ref
erence to that amendment tha_t, ( f 

· eourse, the members of the subcommit
tee on appropriations and the conferees 
on the part -of · t:he House in conhection 
with this bill have appreciated the gen
tleman's interest in undertaking to re
duce the travel-expense item in the 
Department of Agriculture. The etrect 
of the gentleman's amendment; how
ever, which Was adopted on the floor of 
the House, while it would have restricted 
to- $8;000,000 the amount of expenditure . 
of appropriations carried in the bill for 
travel expenses would not have reduced 
the amount appropriated in the bill by 
one single penny. It would have left the 
amount carried in the bill for travel ex
penses in the appropriation for the vari
ous bureaus and divisions of the Depart
ment, and those amounts might have 
been spent by the administrative author
ities for other purposes. The amend-

. ment· of the gentleman made no 
reduction whatever in the total of the 
amount appropriated in the bill. 

The Senate amendment does effect 
such a reduction. It effects a reduction 
not only of $1,500,000 in travel expenses 
but, in addition to that, amounts result
ing from reductions in amounts avail
able for travel expenses in decreases in 
appropriations made to the various bu
reaus and divisions of the Departm•:mt. 
Our clerks who made some investigation 
of the subject matter advised us that the 
amount of the reduction provided in the 
Senate amendment in travel expenses 
for the Department will be approxi
mately $2,100,000, $600,000 in excess of 
the $1,500,000 which is specifically stated 
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in the Senate amendment. So, whereas 
the amendment adopted in the House ef
fected no saving whatever, the amend
ment adopted in the Senate, to which 
the House conferees have agreed, or rec
ommended that the House agree, will 
effect a saving of $2,100,000. 

Mr. MONRONEY. Will the gentle
man advise me what the total travel ex
pense will be approximately? My fig
ures show there will still be about $14,-
000,000 that will be left in the bill for the 
Department of Agriculture to spend in 
connection with its various travel activ
ities. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself 3 additional minutes. 
I . think that is probably true. I want 

to say this further, that in my judgment 
it is a very unwise thing to do merely 
to cut the travel expenses of the men who 
are hired to travel, such as men who 
carry on the Bang's disease and tubercu
losis work in the Bureau of Animal In
dustry, and not cut out the positions of 
the men who are hired to travel and who 
cannot travel unless you provide them 
with the travel e~penses. The only suc
cessful method of economy in that con-

. nection that I can conceive of would be 
that if you wished to deny to these em
ployees the means · by which they can 
travel, you ought to go further and cut 
out the jobs and cut out the money with 
which to pay their salaries. Simply to 
cut {)Ut their travel expenses and in effect 
provide that they could continue on the ' 
pay roll of the Government, continue to 
draw their salaries, and yet not be able to 
do apy work to earn those salaries, is to 
my mind a rather foolish thing to do. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. r yield to the gentle
man from North Carolina. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I notice that on 
amendment No. 24, the Andrews amend
ment, the Senate recedes. 

Mr. TARVER. That is correct. 
Mr. BULWINKLE. It is out of the bill. 
Mr. TARVER. That is right, if the 

conference report is adopted. 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, 

will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TARVER . . I yield to the gentle

man from MisSissippi. 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. What will be 

the status with respect to the handling 
of seed, and what will be the policy of 
the Department with respect to the job
bers who deal in seed and who have com
plained that the Andrews amendment iS 
necessary in order to protect them in 
their operations? 

Mr. TARVER. The policy of the De
partment, I assume, will be what it has 
been heretofore. It has, as the gentle
man knows, been a policy of allowing to 
seed dealers reasonable profits for han
dling these seeds in connection with the 
A. A. A. program. However, since the 
amendment is out of the bill and the 
Senate has receded with reference to it, 
I cannot conceive of any benefit from 
discussing the matter at length at this 
time. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle
man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. MURRAY. What provision was 
made with regard to the Johnson amend
ment as to the $1,000 limit, and the Hope · 
amendment? 

Mr. TARVER. I discussed that in 
answer to the question of the gentleman 
from Montana only a moment ago. I 
assume the gentleman was not on the 
:floor. 

Mr. MURRAY. I was telephoning. 
Mr. COFFEE of Nebraska. Mr. 

Speak.er, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle

man from Nebraska. 
Mr. COFFEE of Nebraska. Did the 

conferees give any consideration to the 
question of permitting domestic wheat 
held by the Commodity Credit Corpora
tion to be used for milling purposes and 
export purposes? 

Mr. TARVER. May I say to the gen
tleman that that is not involved in the 
conference report. It is involved in an 
amendment which is iri disagreement and 
which will be called up for discussion 
after the conference report is acted upon. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 

minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. DIRKSEN]. . 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, as the 
bill passed the House it carried substan
tially $648,000,000 for agriculture. The 
Senate added $32,000,000, but · some of 
those items· will be diminished by a.ction 
of the conference. 

I think .the. gentleman from Georgia 
did an excellent job in conference. I 
think all of the Members of the House 
did an excellent job in conferring with 
the Senators, presenting our position, 
and standing pretty well by the House 
position. I want to pay testimony to the 
gentleman from Georgia, Judge TARVER, 
today for what I think was a very good 
job on the part of the House of Repre-
sentatives. . · 

Let me call your attention brie:tly to 
the approximately 14 substantial amend
ments that are in disagreement, other 
than amendments regarding legislative 
language. There is the one on experi
ment stations, which would provide an 
increase of $200,000, written in by the 
Senate, which would give those States 
that would take smaller allotments by 
virtue o{ the 1940 census a diminution of 
what they received in 1942 and 1941. 

Then there is the amendment on the 
Bureau of Agricultural Economics. You 
recall that on the House :floor we chopped 
out $1,050,000 for administrative ex
penses. The Senate restored $500,000 of 
that amount, and that amendment is in 
disagreement at the present time. 

The ·senate also wrote in $20,000 for 
recreational facilities at Mount Charles
ton in Nevada. It seems they have a 
magnesium plant out there, and about 35 
miles away is this little mountain-if it 
is a mountain-with a forest on it.' It is 
at an altitude of 6,000 or 7,000 feet. 
They thought they would build it up for 
recreational purposes. They wanted 
$20,000, but they are going to use most 
of it for the purchase of toilet equipment, 
if you know what I mean, and some 

2-inch pipe and l-inch pipe, and a lot of 
other things. It occurs to me that it is, 
properly speaking, a job for the War De
partment, because it is more nearly 
germane to their activities than it is to 
those of the Department of Agriculture 
or the Forest Service. 

The Senate wrote in $3,000,000 for 
emergency forest fire control. That 
amendment is in disagreement. They 
also wrote in $2,500,000 for cooperative 
forest fire prevention. There is no au
thority in law for that increase today, 
and that was the .House position in the 
course of the conference. 

We gave the forest roads and trails 
item $3,300,000, which was the Budget 
figure, in the House. The Senate in
creased that by $1,000,000. 

Then there is this rather troublesome 
question of including the so-called agri
cultural conservation payments as a part 
of the parity payments. An agreement 
was consummated last year by which 
they were so included. I do not know 
whether any informal agreement was 
particularly binding on the House of 
Representatives, although the House 
took that position last year, but it is in 
controversy at the present time and must 
be disposed of. My own personal idea is 
that they should not be so included. 

The most controversial item, of course, 
is the language written in by the Senate 
with respect to the authority of Com
modity Credit Corporation to sell grains 
below parity. There were several provi
sions proposed and the way the Senate 
set the thing up they cannot only sell 
for relief purposes, but they can sell de
teriorated and · nondeteriorated grain 
for alcohol, for butyl alcohol, for acetone 
for the manufacture ot rubber, and for 
feed, and for a great many other items. 
My own opinion is if the House ever 
embraces that theory you have destroyed 
the farmer market. So we should stand 
by the House position, and return this 
amendment to conference for close 
study. 

On surplus commodities the Senate in
creased the amount for school lunches 
by a substantial amount. They restored 
most of the things we deleted in respect 
of farm tenancy, rural rehabilitation, 
loans and grants, and increased the 
amount over the Budget figure. After 
the bill l'eft the House there was a sup
plemental Budget estimate for a substan
tial amount. So the Senate granted 
part of that and restored the House cut 
and it is a rather substantial amount. 

Finally, there is language in the bill . 
which would put the seal of approval 
upon what the Farm· Security Adminis
tration has done with respect to pur
chasing large blocks of land for the pur
pose of relocating farm families who 
have been dislocated as a result of Gov
ernment acquisitions of land where de
fense projects were constructed. Of 
course, the action is illegal. It was ille
gal from the outset and if you adopt 
the Senate language it occurs to me, 
and I think to the other members of 
the conference, that we would be putting 
the stamp of approval on an illegal pro
cedure which will involve in its total 
about $23,000,000. That, too, is in dis
agreement. 
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I thought I would just give you a geJ;l
eral, broad, and sketchy picture of the 
14 basic amendments in disagreement at 
the present time. 

Mr. HOOK. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle
man from Mfchigan. 

Mr. HOOK. I was surprised at the 
gentleman's stHtement that the House 
conferees took ~he position that there 
was no authority of law for an appropri-:
ation of money for the strengthening of 
forest-fire control. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 

the gentleman from Illinois 1 additional 
minute. 

l\,ir. DIRKSEN. For cooperative fire 
control in connection with State opera
tions, and I think the chairman of the 
committee will bear me out in the state
ment that there was no legal authority 
for that item in the bill, an item of 
$2,500,000. 

Mr. TARVER. . No authority for any 
amount exceeding the $2,500,000. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle- . 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. I notice in amendment 
31 there is $20,000 included here for in
vestigation in the South to increase the 
production of hybrid corn. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes. 
Mr: JENSEN. Is there an . equal 

amount ~o increase cotton and tobacco 
in the North, or are we left <JUt? 

:Mr. DIRKSEN. No; I should say to 
my friend from Iowa, since he and I 
both come from the corn section, that 
they have got to develop -special hybrid 
strains for States like Tennessee, Ala
bama, and elsewhere, and since the pio
neer in the whole field embraces most of 
the country in the Corn Belt, at the pres
ent time I believe we should provide for 
further studies by the Department of 
Agriculture and I think this is a very 
proper item. -

Mr. JENSEN. I do not think so. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 

the previous question on the conference 
report. 

The previous question was ordered. 
· The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on agreeing to the eonference 
report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the first amendment in 
disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No.2: Page 7, line 18, after the 

word "Solicitor", insert "including salary of 
the SOlicitor at $9,200 per annum, and." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2 and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by the said 
amendment, im:ert "including salary of the 
Solicitor at $9,000 per annum, and." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman -from Gzorgia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the next amendment in 
disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 6: Page 10, line 22, after 

the word "amended", insert the following: 
"Provided further, That in the preparation 
and distribution of duplicated and photo
graphic material for the Department, the ap
prcpria tion "Salaries and expenses, Office of 
Information," current at the time such serv
ices are rendered or when payment therefor is 
received, may be reimbursed (by advance 
credits or reimbursements based on esti
mated or actual charges) from the applicable 
appropriations, to cover charges for personal 
services, materials, equipment (including de
preciation, maintenance, and repair) and 
other necessary expenses." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 

· Seriate amendment; and in explanation 
of that motion I may say that the House 
conferees unanimously approve the Ian· 
guage of the amendment, but the situa
tion is such in a parliamentary way that 
it could not be included in the conference 
report. It relates to a matter of book
keeping, and will, in the judgment of the 
conferees, result in some economy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the next amendment in 
disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 9: Page 16, li.D.e 1, after. 

the parenthesis and comma, strike out 
"~2,263,708" and insert "$2 ,463,708." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, amend
ments Nos. 9 and 10 relate to the same 
subject matter, and I ask unanimous 
consent that they be considered to
gether. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report amendment No. 10. 
The Clerk read as follows: . 
Page 16, after the figures in line 2, insert 

the following: ": P1'0vided, That of this 
amount $63,708 allotted in the fiscal year 
1942 to prevent reduced allotments because 
of changes in relative rural population shall . 
be apportioned in the fiscal year 1943 in the 
same amounts and to the same States and 
Territory which received allotments from 
such sum in the fiscal year 1942." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, these 
amendments and other amendments to 
be considered later on, relating to the 
Extension Service, involve a question 
which has been debated on this floor in 
connection with the last several agricul
tural appropriation bills. That is, as to 
whether or not when a provision has 
been made by statute law for the distri
bution of certain types of funds, such as · 
those distributed under title I of the 
Bankhead-Janes Act, for cooperative 
agricultural extension work, and so forth, 
and the provision of law is that funds 
shall be distributed upon the basis of 
farm population, whether States, which, 
a·ccording to the census figures have 
either lost in farm population or have 
not had an increase in farm population 
comparable to the increase in population 

of other States, and on that account 
would receive less in funds on account of 
the method of distribution provided by 
law than they have received heretofore, 
should have these deficits made up by 
extra appropriations not authorized by 
law. This subcommittee has always 
taken the position that it was not proper 
for the Congress to make extralegal ap
propriations, but every year, after the 
matter has been thoroughly threshed 
over in debate in the House, the House 
has finally agreed to the Senate action in 
providing additional funds; so, under 
these circumstances, it has been felt by 
the conferees that the House has well 
indicated what it thinks ought to be done 
on this particular issue, and while the 
motion I have made is -not in accordance 
with the views of the conferees, we feel 
that it is in accordance with the views 
of the House, as those views have been 
frequently expressed heretofore by legis
lative action, and that further pursuance 
of their e.fforts would be fruitless. It is 
for that reason that the House conferees 
have instructed me to · move that the 
House recede and concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. Yes. 
Mr. RICH. Does the gentleman think 

$63,708 is a frivolous item? 
Mr. TARVER. I certainly do not think 

the gentleman should credit me with any 
statement as to its being-a frivolous item. 
I made no such statement. 

Mr. RICH. The gentleman said not 
to concur with the Senate amendment 
would be frivolous at this time. 

Mr. TARVER. I have not used the 
word "frivolous" in the discussion this 
morning. 

Mr. RICH. Then I misunderstood the 
gentleman. I understood the gentleman 
to say that if we did not agree to the 
Senate amendment, since the House con
ferees have agreed to it, it would be frivo
lous on the part of the House. If any 
item that provides for $63,708 is frivolous, 
I want to know_ it. 

Mr. TARVER. The gentleman should 
not put words in my mouth and then 
proceed to attack the language which he 
says I used, but which I did not use. 

Mr. RICH. I am not charging the gen
tleman with b~ing frivolous in his state
ment, but I do say that an item involving 
that much money is a considerable sum 
of money. Now, it seems to me that if 
we agree to this amendment that we are 
going to give to certain people the same 
amount of money they got last year, just 
because we want to do something for 
some farmers. We do it again just be
cause we did it last year, whether it is 
right or wrong. 

Mr. TARVER. I am sorry the gentle
man did not understand me clearly. 
That was undoubtedly due to my inability 
to express myself clearly. 

Mr. RICH. Nobody can express him
self better than the Judge, I will say 
that. 

Mr. TARVER. I did not say that the 
amendment was frivolous. I said that 
the House conferees had maintained the 
attitude for several years that this par
ticular item of appropriation should not 
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be made since it was not authorized by 
law, and that the question should be ad
dressed to the legislative committee hav
ing jurisdiction, if the law were to be 
changed; but that since we had debated 
the matter in connection with several 
appropriation bills heretofore, and the 
House had always agreed to this pro
vision, therefore we thought it would be 
fruitless-not frivolous-for the House 
conferees to undertake to insist on the. 
position which they had maintained 
heretofore, and for that reason the House 
conferees had unanimou~ly requested 
that I, as chairman, should move to re
cede and concur in the Senate amend
ment. 

Mr. RICH. Do you not believe in your 
own heart that this amendment should 
not be adopted? 

Mr. TARVER. I believe, as I said 
awhile ago, that it is a matter which 
should be addressed to the discretion of 
the legislative committee and not dealt 
with on a:1 appropriation bill, but I also 
believe that a large majority of the mem
bership of the House disagree with .me. 
· Mr. RICH. Well, let us find out 
whether they do. I think the House 
will sustain you. If you come in here 
with a little fight on this we will just 
knock this $63,000 out of this bill. 

Mr. TARVER. Oh, we have had a. fight 
on this year after year, and we have never 
been sustained. The House has always 
disagreed with us. We are servants of 
the House. It is our business, insofar as 
we can, to carry out the wm of the-House. 
If anything has been conclusively demon
strated in this House, it is that the House 
desires this particular item carried in 
the Department of Agriculture appropri
ation bill. 

Mr. RICH. Does not the gentleman 
know that the House is in a different 
temper today? That we are here to econ
omize? Now, let us put the fellows to a 
test and see if they will not sustain you. 
Let us disagree to this amendment and 
take it back. 

Mr. TARVER. As I said awhile ago, 
I think that would be a fruitless proposi
tion. I am almost moved to say it would 
be frivolous. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques
tion. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, a parliamen
tary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. RICH. What is necessary for us 
to do in order to get the House vote on 
this? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 
moved the previous question and the 
Chair must put that question. If the 
House votes down the previous question, 
other motions may be made. 

The question is on ordering the previ
ous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. TARVER]. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows; 
Amendment No. 11: Page 16, line 9, strike 

out "$6, 726,208" and insert "$6,926,208." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment, which is merely a 
correction of the total. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 12: Page 17, line 24, strike 

out "$6,982,705" and insert "$7,182,705." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
recede and concur in the Senate amend
ment. This is merely a correction of the 
total. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that amendments 14 
and 15 may be considered together, as 
-they involve the same subject matter. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amenpment No. 14: Page 19, beginning In 

line 3, strike out down through line 3, on 
page 20. 

Amendment No. 15: Page 20, after line 3, 
insert "Additional cooperative extension 
work: For additional cooperative agricultural 
extension work in agriculture and home eco
nomics, to be allotted and paid by the Secre
tary of Agriculture to the several States and 
the Territories of Alaska, Hawaii, and Puerto 
Rico, in such amounts as he may deem neces
sary to accomplish such purposes, $555,000." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in Sen
ate amendments Nos. 14 and 15. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the same. subject 
matter that was discussed a few momen:.s 
ago, in which the gentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. RICH] was interested. The 
other items related to the apportionment 
of funds under title I of the Banlthead
Jones Act. This item relates to the ap
portionment of funds for cooperative ex
tension work. The question involved is 
exactly the same. The House conferees 
are unanimously of opinion that the 
House should be asked to recede and con
cur. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 17: Page 21, Une 9, strike 

out "$13,806,950" and !!'Isert "$14,186,950." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
motion, which I send to the Clerk's desk. 
· The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. TARVER moves that the House recede 
from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate No. 17 and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed by said ·amendment insert 
"$14,158,950." 

Mr. TARVER. This is merely the cor
rection of a total. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk -.vill report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 18: Page 22, line 3, strike 

out "$14,453,408" and insert "$14,883,408." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur with 
an amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. TARVER moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate No. 18 and agree to the same with 
an amendment aR follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed in said amendment insert 
"$14,805,408." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, again, 
this is merely the correction of a total. 

The motion was agreed to. 
- The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 19: Page 22, line 20, strike 

out "$278,798" and insert "$778,798." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that. the House further insist upon its 
disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate No. 19. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. .The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 21: Page 24, line 15, strike 

out "$25,612,730" and insert .. $26,902,730." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House_ further insist upon its 
disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate No. 21. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 31: Page 34, line 19, strike 

out "$575,475" and insert in lieu thereof 
"$572,580." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur with 
an amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. TARVER moves that the Hous:; recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment No. 
31 and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in 
said amendment insert "$579,895." 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as. follows: 
Amendment No. 36{Page 38, line 17, stril.te 

out "$5,130,277" and insert in lleu thereof 
"$5,177,382." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur with an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. TARVER moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate No. 36 and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
"$5,192,197 -" 

Mr. TARVER. This is merely the cor
rection of a total, Mr. Speaker. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 38: Page 43, line 23, strike 

out "$11,266,446" and insert in lieu thereof 
"$14,286,446 ... 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House insist upon its disagree-: 
ment to the amendment of the Senate 
No. 38. 
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Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 

preferential motion, which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. LEAVY moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate No. 38 ·and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed by said amendment insert 
"$14,266,446." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, ! 'yield 10 
minutes to the gentleman from Washing
ton [Mr. LEAVY]. 

Mr. LEAVY . . Mr. Speaker, as one of 
the House conferees, to offer a motion 
that would seem to be in conflict with 
the position of the majority of my fellow 
conferees, at first blusn might appear to 
put me in an inconsistent position; but 
we have disagreements in these matters, 
and we did have some substantial dis
agreement upon this item. 

There are a number of items in this 
conference report which I feel are of tre
mendous consequence. I · feel that the 
Senate probably was in a position to 
give more mature consideration ·to the 
changed conditions that came from the 
time we passed the bill in the House until 
the time it was considered in the Senate. 
There are three items here dealing with 
forests. There is this amendment, No. 
38, and amendments 42 and 45. 

The particular amendment that is now 
under discussion is one wherein I think 
it would be the part of sound judgment 
and in the interests of public welfare that 
the House accept the Senate position with 
one exception. Amendment 38 is prop
erly divided into two parts, and I want to 
make an explanation so that no one can 
say we are voting for two different ac
tivities. One part of it is $3,000,00 ~ for 
forest-fire protection and prevention. 
The other is a $20,000 item for recrea
tional facilities in a national forest down 
in Nevada. I have offered my preferen
tial motion eliminating the $20,000 item 
because it has no very direct relevancy 
to the $3,000,000 item, though it does 
have merit when considered by itself. 
But the $3,000,000 item is or .. c of para
mount importance, not alone to those 
who come from the Western States where 
the great forests exist but to the Nation 
as a whole-to the New England States, 
to the Great Lakes States, to the South
ern States, to every part of this great 
country. Every American and every 
member of my committee will admit that· 
this year we are confronted with a fire 
hazard in our forests far beyond any
thing that we have ever had, even con
sidering the last war period. 

Just the other day the House, unwisely 
I think, took out of the forests the C. C. C. 
That organization goes out on July 1 if 
the action of the House stands. Seven
teen thousand young men will be taken . 
out of 200,000,000 acres of the public for
est land and will no longer be available 
for fire-protection and fire-prevention 
work, which they have so magnificently 
carried forward. 

Let me tell you what this $3,000,000 
item does. It supplements an item of 
$5,000,000 previously granted and supple
ments the general appropriations. We . 

·have for the national forests a statuto:ry 
provision that the Congress will appro-

priate, and it does annually, $100,000 for 
fire protection, and then if a .fire breaks 
out and it is required by reason of the 
emergent conditions to spend ten, twenty, 
or thirty million dollars, it is spent and 
provided for in a deficiency appropria
tion; but the $5,000,000 heretofore ap
propriated and the $3,000,000 that ·we 
seek to add to that sum is only $8,000,000 
of the $18,000,000 that the forest people 
think we need to meet the greatly in
creased fire hazard. 

This money is not money in any way 
involved with the unlimited expenditure 
for checking a fire that has once gotten 
beyond control. This $3,000,000 is for 
the sole purpose of preventing fires and 
when they do break out of controlling 
them. The Forest Service has demon
strated in its history that it is one of 
the most remarkably complete and per
fect fire-fighting organizations that has 
ever . been developed, but they must be 
allowed sufficient funds to keep in oper
ation their lookout stations, their smoke
chaser crews, and all these other facili
ties that go with fire protection. 

Let me give you one illustration tliat 
ought to convince anyone of the effi
ciency of this Forest Service as an 
agency, if you will permit them to func
tion properly by giving them sufficient 
money. Last year in one forest in my 
congressional district lightning late in 
·August set 117 fires in one night. By 
reason of the Forest Service efficiency, 
aided by the C. C. C., every fire was 
extinguished before it had burned over 
10 acres of ground. In 1933 when we 
'were lax in forest fire protection, a fire 
broke out in western Oregon that swept 
over the crest of the Cascade Mountains 
into eastern Oregon and destroyed $265,-
000,000 worth of fine merchantable tim
ber, because we did not have the men 
and the boys to put out the fire when 
it started. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. LEAVY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Montana. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I sincerely hope
that the gentleman's amendment will be 
adopted by the House because in the 
four States of Washington, Idaho·, Mon
tana, and Oregon we have over 100,000,-
000 acres of fine timberland. We have 
in addition to the hazards heretofore 
mentioned the hazard of sabotage. 
Bombs may be dropped which are in
cendiary in nature and it might result 
in sweeping out that entire Northwestern 
country. In addition, our manpower to
day in that western country is depleted 

. because of enlistments, war work, and 
because they are taken into various in- · 
dustries that ·are offering larger pay. 
The result is that we have not the man
power to stop and arrest fires that we 
had formerly. Then we are denied the 
C. C. C. help that we had heretofore for 
putting out those fires. We are in dan
ger-more than ever. I have frequently 
pointed this out on the floor. 

Mr. LEAVY. I agree with everything 
the gentleman said. 

Mr. ENGEL. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. LEAVY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. ENGEL. Does this $3,000,000 pro
vide for the operation of towers, the 
construction of fire lines, and so forth? 

Mr. LEAVY. In national forests. 
· There is another item of two and a half 
million dollars, an amendment referred 
to by the gentleman from Illinois as 
being a sum that there is no authoriza
tion for, but it is perfectly legal if Con
gress sees fit to provide the item. That 
is the cooperative fire-fighting fund, 
where the National Government coop
erates with State organizations and pri
vate agencies. 

To show you that this is not merely a 
local matter that affects the west coast 
and the west coast alone-and if it were 
that even it would justify itself a thou
sandfold-may I refer to headlines that 
have appeared in the papers during the 
last 60 days. 

Fire menaces 200 homes in New Jersey
"Forest fires hamper U Boat." 

~ALEIGH, N. C., May 6.-Fly plane in fire 
area. Smoke from burning forest suggests 
volcanic eruption. 

That is from down in North Carolina. 
Martial law decreed as forest fire hits three 

Rhode Island towns. 

That is May 1 of this year. 
This is only the first stage of the for

est-fire hazards. We have an estate be
yond calculation in dollars and cents in 
our forests-national, State, and private. 
We .have an increased hazard this yea~. 
certainly on the west coast, and we have 
it everywhere, because unfortunately 
every one of our 130,000,000 American 
citizens are not as patriotic and as loyal 
as they should be. Here and there we 
must grant that in this great population 
of 130,000,000 there are some who are 
against the position of the Government 
in this mighty ~truggle for survival. No 
easier method of sabotage and of de
struction exists than by setting fires in 
the national forests and on other forest 
lands. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 

additional minutes to the gentleman from 
Washington. 

Mr. LEAVY. What is done with this 
amendment will perhaps to some extent 
govern what may be done with the next 
one, where the private holdings and the 
State holdings may jointly cooperate, 
and likewise with the $1,000,000 amend
merit that would maintain the roads and 
trails. 

May I say in conclusion that the sum 
involved is insignificant compared with 
the sums this Congress is appropriating. 
The possibilities of damage are tremen
dous. They would run into the billions 
of dollars if we had another fire as we 
had in 1910. The loss of life possible is 
beyond calculation. The hindering of 
our war program that is possible is ter
rible even to consider. 

I say without criticism of anyone who 
disagrees with me that I cannot for the 
life of me see either the economy, the 
statesmanship, or the wisdom of denying 
this insignificant fund. God help us if 
one of those 1910 or 1933 fires should 
again get loose and go beyond the con
trol of man, and that danger exists in a 
high degree. 
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Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. LEAVY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RICH. If this money is appropri
ated, if the amount is increased as pro
vided in the amendment, will it be nec
essary the money be spent unless there is 
a forest fire? · 

Mr. LEAVY. No; this money is not to 
be used to fight a fire that has gotten out 
of control. It is to be used to prevent 
fires from getting out of control. 

Mr. RICH. I do not believe the gen
tleman understood my question. Will it 
be necessary to spend this money if we 
appropriate it? 

Mr. LEAVY. No; if we do not need tt. 
[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 

minutes to the gentleman from Michi
gan [Mr. ENGEL]. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, it is not 
often that I come to the fioor of the 
House to ask an increase in appropria
tions. I have a 3,000,000-acre forest 
area in my district and I know some
thing about forest-fire protection. 

You will recall that the other day when 
we debated the C. C. C. I quoted Mr. 
Morrell, who has charge of the C. C. C. 
in the forest areas, under the Depart
ment of Agriculture. I asked Mr. Mor
rell-

Is not it a. fact. Mr. Morrell, that if we 
were to give you one-third to one-half of 
the money spent by the Civilian Conservation 
Corps, you could give us as much forest-fire 
protection? 

Or words to that effect. 
He replied: 
That is true. 

I want to see the forests protected. I 
know their value. I know just what they 
mean not only in terms of timber but 
in terms of fish and game and recrea
tional areas. 

This appropriation provides for money 
to hire men to man the fire towers · and 
to build the fire lines. The forest-fire 
forces operate something like this: The 
man in the fire tower watches a certain 
area, and when a fire occurs in that 
area he refers to the map he has in the 
tower, from which he can tell exactly 
where that fire is. He can locate the 
quarter of a section where the fire is. 
He calls up the fire warden of that area, 
who rushes out with a car car:..ying fire 
extinguishers, water, and so forth. In 
9 cases out of 10 they will put the fire 
out before it burns over more than a 
quarter of an acre, . and sometimes a 
space not more than a hundred yards 
square. That is the kind of service that 
gives real forest-fire protection. 

If you turn this money over to the 
Forest Service to handle as they see fit, 
with their own crews, you will get as 
near value received for every dollar spent 
as you can get from any ag~ncy of the 
Government. The Forest Service is very 
efficient if you permit it to operate in its 
own way. 

My candid opinion is that you will get 
more value out of this $3,000,000 than you 
will out of spending two or three times 
that amount on C. C. C. work. I have 

talked to a number of men, State foresters 
as well as regional and national foresters, 
and every one has told me, that if we will 
give them one-third to one-half the 
money we have been spending on the 
C. C. C. they will give the same amount 
of protection. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ENGEL. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Has any 'estimate 
been made of what it would cost to put 
these fire towers and the other fire- pre
vention machinery in all the forests of 
this country? 

Mr. ENGEL. I do not know of any. 
There are-170,000,000 acres of forest lands 
under the Department of Agriculture, as 
I recall, in addition to park lands under 
the Department of the Interior. Whether 
or not it is advisable to put this fire-pre
vention service all over I do not know. 
That would be a question for the Forest 
Service to determine. It certainly should 
be in the forest areas where there are real 
forests, young forests which should be 
protected. · 

Mr. CRAWFORD. This hazard will 
exist just as long as you have forests. 

Mr. ENGEL. As long as you have for
ests you will have fire hazards, and you 
should cooperate with the States and the 
States should cooperate with private 
owners and the two should cooperate 
with the national-forest officials. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 

minutes to the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. VOORHIS]. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I shall support the motion of 
the gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
LEAVY], and for reasons which I am 
sure the entire House can readily under
stand. From this time of year on until 
November or December the entire area 
along the coast of California, from above 
San Francisco Bay to the Mexican bor
der, is literally a tinder box. Our hills, 
covered with dried grass and low-lying 
brush, can be set afire most readily from 
a number of different causes. I believe 
no precaution could be too great to pre
vent the kind of catastrophe that could 
take place if even a few enemy aircraft 
should get over that area. Fires in those 
regions spread with tremendous rapidity. 
They are extremely difficult to combat. 
There are all kinds of important na
tional defense installations all up and 
down our coast. We are doing, perhaps, 
as big a job in that respect as any other 
section of the country. All we ask is a 
chance to stop this destruction before it 
gets started, and that is what this money 
is for. 

'Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I yield. 
Mr. KEEFE. I want to say to the gen

tleman that I concur in the remarks he 
has made and also the remarks of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ENGEL], 
because when the hearings were had on 
the C. C. C. before our committee it ap
peared conclusively that if funds were 
provided for the Forest Service they 
would be able to take care of this situa-

tion, and here is an opportunity to pro
vide in some measure, at least, funds 
that will enable the Forest Service to 
provide the necessary equipment for pre
venting fires from getting started. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I thank 
the gentleman. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. DIRKSEN J. 

Mr. DffiKSEN. Mr. Speaker, this bill 
was on hearing before the Subcommittee 
on Agricultural Appropriations in Janu
ary and February. When it came to us 
in the form of a Budget estimate there 
was nothing included for the item of 
emergency forest-fire control, which is 
the item presently before us. The parlia
mentary situation now is this: The House 
provided nothing, the Budget estimated 
nothing for it, and the House therefore 
made no provision for this item. When 
it went' to the Senate the Senate wrote 
in $3,000,000, the conferees diSagree and 
bring it back. Our good friend, Judge 
LEAVY, now offers a preferential motion to 
recede and concur with an item of $3,-
000,000. It is rather singular that while 
this bill was on hearing before the Senate 
subcommittee in the month of May, just 
a month ago, somebody in the Budget or 
somebody in the administration did not 
go before Senator RussELL's committee 
with a supplementary estimate and say, 
"You must put in this $3,000.000." Pearl 
Harbor was then behind us. The talk of 
sabotage was be:PJ.nd us. The matter of 
whether or not this constituted a tre
mendous hazard was considered at the 
time and could have been handled in the 
form of a supplementary estimate that 
might have gone before the subcommit
tee. Such, however, was not the case. 
Frankly, I certainly would be the last to 
stand in the way of adequate appropria
tions for forest-fire control, but it is 
rather interesting that the whole matter 
must have been ventilated before the 
Budget at one time or another, but in 
all this time up to now there is still no 
supplemental estimate on the part of the 
Budget, the President, or any other 
agency . to indicate that this fund is 
necessary. 

My notion is, perhaps, the House ought 
to further disagree and let this matter 
go back to conference, at which time we 
can work it out, I think, in a satisfactory 
manner and probably take some addi
tional testimony. It may be that certain 
moneys will be allowed, or maybe the full 
amount will be allowed; but at least it 
seems to me it warrants further exami
nation because it does involve $3,000,000. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. TERRY]. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to 
me that from the newspaper accounts 
that we have seen in the last several 
months the protection of our forests is 
one of tr..e vital things before us today. 
We hear about the fires in North Caro
lina, and we hear about the fires in the 
great Northwest, and yet we are cutting 
down this needed appropriation to assist 
in that .vital protection. It seems to me 
that it is unwise not to appropriate the 
money necessary for this vital need. I 
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am in favor of the motion of the gentle
man from Washington to recede and 
concur in the Senate amendment, with 
an amendment. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Wiscon
sin [Mr. JOHNS]. 

Mr. JOHNS. Mr. Speaker, I am in fa
vor of the Leavy motion to recede and 
concur, because I think we ought to pre
serve the forests of this country. It is 
true, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
DIRKSEN] has said, that nothing was sug
gested by the Budget Bureau in respect 
to this, nor was anything said by the 
other committees about this protection of 
the forest. However, since I have 'been 
here I do not remember that any of these 
agencies have ever before been wiped out, 
and I do not suppose anybody anticipated 
that the C. C. C. would be wiped out. 
However, it has been. Fire protection 
was one of the chief duties of the C. C. C., 
and as long as that protection has been 
wiped out through the wiping out of the 
C. C. C., then I think this $3,000,000 
should be granted at this time. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNS. Yes. 
Mr. LAMBERTSON. But the C. C. C. 

wiping out has not ~et passed the Senate. 
Mr. JOHNS. But the chances are that 

it will, and we will know some more 
about that when it happens. This 
$3,000,000 is essential to protect the for
ests that we have remaining, because at 
the present time there is a scarcity of 
metals in this country, and we are going 
to use more timber in nearly everything. 
Also, we need to be prepared for another 
war in the next 25 years, because we have 
always had one in about that length of 
time and probably always will, and we 
have to prepare for it now, and we ought 
to do what we can to preserve the re
maining forests we have in this country. 
I hope that the motion will prevail. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. SHEPPARD]. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Speaker, I take 
this time for a question of fact. I ask 
my friend the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. DIRKSEN] whether he does not think 
the reason the Budget did not say any
thing about this $3,000,000 is that it be
lieved that the C. C. C. camps, which have 
done much of this work, would be passed 
by the House without being wiped out. 
Is that a reasonable assumption? 

· Mr. DffiKSEN. Oh, I feel sure it could 
not have contemplated that the C. C. C. 
would be abolished, because that was a 
matter that was entirely in the power of 
the Congress. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I grant that; but I 
still think the subject was under consid
eration by the Bureau of the Budget, and 
I think that very largely answers the po
sition the gentleman has taken. Mr. 
Speaker, we on the west coast, who are 
the front line of the .Pacific combat area, 
feel that we are in jeopardy because our 
country has been specifically described 
as a combat area, and a large amount of 
combat divisions of the Army and the 
Navy are now centered on the protection 
of the Pacific coast. We feel this 

$3,000,000 is going to be a highly impor
tant factor, particularly if San Francisco 
and Los Angeles were to be attacked. To 
evacuate the people from those two com
munities would be very difficult, if not 
impossible, if forest fires were started 
prior to the attack. It would be almost 
impossible to get them out. The $3,000,-
000 in controversy, for the protection it 
could give the Pacific States alone, let 
alone the other States, in my opinion, 
would be money well expended, and I ask 
sincere and favorable consideration of 
this proposal made by the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. LEAVY]. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I am in 
full accord with the suggestion made by 
Judge LEAVY. I recall a few years ago, 
when I was in the Superior National 
Forest, one morning with my family we 
started out and our guide remarked that 
there was a little fire over on the left of 
the lake. We moved over there in our 
boat, thinking that we could put it out 
in a few minutes. We worked several 
hours. The fire would have spread over 
a vast acreage but for the fact that from 
the tower, which was several miles away, 
it was sighted, and men were notified of 
the situation and it was taken care of. 
Big fires start from little fires. It is 
economy to stop them in time. 

It has been suggested that the C. C. C. 
would have taken care of this situation, 
but they are at least temporarily out. I 
recall in a great fire in the Superior 
National Forest I saw those · boys 
work. They did a wonderful job. A 
former Member of this House who Eat 
on the Republican side, who had been in 
the Forestry Service and who after his 
retirement went back into the Forestry 
Service, said to me, "NELSON, one boy 
trained in the C. C. C. service is worth a 
half a dozen boys that we can hire out 
of Duluth or elsewhere to fight these 
fires." 

But the C. C. C. is out. We must make 
further provision for forest protection. 
This prop'osition represents good insur
ance. I hope it prevails. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

2 minutes to the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. THOMAS F. FonD]. 

Mr. THOMAS F. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
the $3,000,000 additional appropriation 
asked here would be a mere drop in the 
bucket in comparison with what the Na
tion might suffer as a result of one fire 
in a ~ital forest area. 

Some of that timberland is worth 
hundreds of dollars per acre as it stands. 
When you get into an area where they 
lose 1,000 or 1,500 acres of timber all in 
one fire, you can readily see that the 
small amount asked in addition .. to what 
is already in the bill is a mere pittance in 
comparison with the hazard to the tim
ber that is endangered. 

Then, too, timber is becoming more of 
a strategic war material every day. Let 
us protect it. 

I hope the House in its wisdom wilJ not 
refuse to vote this additional $3,000,000, 
because it is desperately needed. If you 

defeat this, you are simply saving a few 
pennies comparatively and risking the 
loss of hundreds of thousands of dollars. 

The motion of Mr. LEAVY should and I 
hope it will prevail. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 

minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. LAMBERTSON] . • 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, the 
gist of this whole thing is that this $3,-
000,000 would not be asked for except for 
the extra hazard from sabotage and in
vasion. The point is if we are in any 
actual danger of sabotage from the Jap
anese $3,000,000 would only be a pittance 
for security. Ten times that amount 
probably would not be adequate. If this 
$3,000,000 is to guard against sabotage it 
is no guard at all. If that is the only 
excuse for it, if we are going to do this 
thing adequately, that amount is not 
sufficient. If you put a c. C. C. camp 
on every hilltop in the West we would 
not have adequate protection. It is the 
only excuse for it. This $3,000,000 is not 
worth considering because of that argu
ment. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. RICH. Every time we add a mil

lion or two or three million to each of 
these appropriation bills it increases our 
deficit. I have asked the Democrats 
from time to time where they are going 
to get the money, and they cannot tell 
me. Do you know anybody on the Re
publican side who can tell us where we 
are going to get the money? 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. No; I cannot. 
[Here the · gavel fell.J 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 

minutes to the gentleman from Idaho 
[Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, the most 
valuable asset in Government ownership 
in the way of natural resources is the 
great forest stands in the Northwest. 

I happen to represent a district which 
contains the most valuable timber that 
the Government owns, great stands of 
white pine in the State of Idaho. I have 
lived with those forests all my life. The 
gentleman speaks of $3,000,000. To pro
tect those forests we have created in the 
Forestry Service a great organization. It 
is conducted along scientific lines. They 
are handling this business in a scientific 
way. They have lookouts on the tops of 
the mountains. They have experienced 
men. They have their smoke chasers, pa
trolmen. They have their central or
ganization. They have great supply de
pots. When a forest fire breaks out they 
must be vigilant to protect the forests. 
They may charter a whole string of busses. 
They may go into the reservoirs of labor 
and take firefighters from the cities like 
Spokane or Portland, and load them in 
these busses· and take them across the 
State to fight these fires. 

I have seen one fire in the State of 
Idaho that consumed more than $3,000,-
000 worth of timber . . So when you are 
talking about saving, this is not any sav
ing to cut out this little appropriation. 
The Forestry Service is protecting you 
and your interests and the things that 
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you own, those beautiful stands of timber 
that you must depend upon for every
thing that goes into industry in the way 
of timber. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. WHITE. I yield. 
Mr. RICH. If you call $3,000,000 a 

little appropriation, what do you call a 
big appropriation? 

Mr. WHITE. Let me tell the gentle
man from Pennsylvania when he is talk
ing about $3,000,000, that the Forestry 
Service is conserving this timber and 
selling it and getting the money back. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself 5 minutes. 
Mr. Speaker, I think we should try to 

get clearly in our minds the facts about 
this Senate amendment to which your 
House conferees are asking you to con
tinue your disagreement. 

I come from an area which includes a 
part of a great national forest. All of my 
personal interest is in favor of the pro
tection to the fullest extent possible of 
our national forests. I certainly would 
regard it as calamitous for the Congress 
not to provide sufficient funds for that 
purpose. But merely to say that we have 
a great problem, that we have a tre
mendous national forest acreage which 
ought to have fire protection, is not to 
say that we ought to have $10,000,000 for 
that purpose for the next fiscal year, for 
example, or to say that we ought to have 
any other particularly stated sum. 

We have administrative agencies whose 
duties require that they evaluate the ne
cessities for adequate fire protection for 
our forests. What have they done? They 
came in not without any Budget estimate, 
as has been stated, but with a Budget 
estimate for $2,265,693 for this purpose 
for the next fiscal year, which is the 
identical amount that was appropriated 
for this purpose for the present fiscal 
year. 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I cannot yield at this 
point. I will yield to the gentleman later. 

In this item as it passed the House, 
$11,266,446, there are $2,265,698 for for
est-fire protection in our national forests. 
After that estimate was submitted the 
Budget submitted an additional estimate 
of $2,000,000 for use during the remainder 
of the present fiscal year and to be car
ried over into the next fiscal year insofar 
as it might be unexpended, and this 
House approved the additional Budget 
estimate in a deficiency bill. The bill 
went to the Senate, where, I believe, some 
$18,000,000 was added instead of the 
$2,000,000 for which a Budget estimate 
had been had and which the House pro
vided, and in conference between the 
House and the Senate the figure was 
placed at $5,000,000, thereby adding to 
this $2,265,000 plus, $5,000,000 for the 
purpose of fire protection, giving a total 
of more than $7,265,000 plus, or more 
than three times as much as had been 
had for the present fiscal year. In con
nection with the conference report on 
that bill the gentleman from· Missouri 
[Mr. CANNON]. chairman of the Deft-

ciency Subcommittee and a member of 
this subcommittee, stated to the House 
when the House approved this confer
ence report which fixed the amount of 
these additional funds at $5,000,000 that 
the conferees had regarded, from the 
evidence they had, the sum provided as 
amply sufficient, but that Congress would 
be continuously in session for the re
mainder of the year, and if any need de
veloped for the appropriation of addi
tional funds, that provision could be 
promptly made. 

The Senate amendment proposed to 
add $3,000,000 for the purposes which 
have already been provided for in the 
regular b1ll as it passed the House and 
in the supplemental appropriation of 
$5,000,000, bringing the total to $10,-
265,000 or some approximate amount as 
against two million, two hundred and 
sixty-five thousand dollars plus, which 
we had for the present fiscal year. 

It is just a question of whether you 
want to be extravagant, whether because 
you have a good objective and because 
you value our national forests as I do 
you want to provide four times as much 
money as you have ever provided hereto
fore for fire protection in the national 
forests. Every argument I have heard 
used here today could be used just as 
well in support of a $50,000,000 appro
priation as in support of a $3,000,000 ap
propriation. The question is only one of 
how much money is necessary to ef
fectuate the purpose to be carried out. 

Members say that the C. C. C. has been 
abolished. The C. C. C. has not been 
abolished, and it is my earnest hope that 
after action is completed by the Con
gress on the pending labor-Federal 
security appropriation bill, it will not 
have been abolished. In my judgment 
much of the work this money would pay 
for could be done by C. C. C. camps. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself 2 additional minutes. 
Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle

man from Mississippi, 
Mr. COLLINS. The Department itself, 

according to the records before the House 
and Senate committees, did not ask the 
Budget for any additional money. 

Mr. TARVER. That is undoubtedly 
true. This drive for additional funds did 
not originate with the Department; it 
did not originate with the Budget, and 
it is not justified by any evidence sub
mitted to the committees of the House 
or Senate which have had charge of the 
preparation of this bill. 

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle
man from Vermont. 

Mr. PLUMLEY. It occurs to me to be a 
very strange situation when the Budget 
does not seem to appreciate the fact so 
much money may be needed, nor do we 
think it necessary that the billions we ' 
have appropriated for national defense 
should be covered into this particular 
situation. It may be if, as it is suggested, 
this is · so vital to national defense that 
$300,000,000 as against the $50,000,000 

limit the gentleman put would not be a 
sufficient protection against all the 
threats of sabotage. 

Mr. TARVER. . I believe I get the gen
tleman's point. Whatever money is 
necessary ought to be provided; what
ever money is necessary Congress will 
provide, but simply to say that you have 
166,000,000 acres of national forest land, 
that the danger of fire is very great, and 
that the value of the timber to be pro
tected is enormous is not to justify an 
appropriation 4 times as much as has 
ever been found necessary heretofore any 
more than it would justify providing 10 
times as much or 100 times as much. 
Surely you ought to use some discretion 
and not go ahead and provide large 
amounts of funds that are not necessary. 

I hope the House will permit its con
ferees to have further consideration of 
this matter with the Senate conferees 
and that the motion will be rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
motion offered by the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. LEAVY] that the House 
recede and concur in the Senate amend
ment with an amendment. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the motion be 
reread. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi
nois [Mr. DIRKSEN] ? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the Leavy motion. 
The question was taken; and on a divi

sion (demanded by Mr. LEAVY) there 
were--yeas 58, noes 58. 

Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Speaker, I object to 
the vote on the ground there is not a 
quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. 
Mr. LEAVY. Mr. SPBaker, I withdraw 

the point of no quorum and ask for tellers. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, we might 

as well have a roll call now. Evidently 
we are going to have it anyway. While 
the gentleman from Washington has de
manded tellers, I object to the vote on 
the ground no quorum is present, and 
make the point of order that no quorum 
is present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently there is not 
a quorum present. 

The Doorkeeper will close the doors, 
the Sergeant at Arms will notify the ab
sent Members, · and the Clerk will call 
the roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were--yeas 172, nays 174, not voting 84, 
as follows: 

[Roll No. 67] 

YEAS-172 
Allen, La. Byron 
Andersen, Canfield 

H. Carl Cartwright 
Anderson, Calif. Case, S.Dak. 
AnQ.erson, Chenoweth 

N. Mex. Cochran 
Andresen, Coffee, Wash. 

August H. Colmer 
Angell Costello 
Beam Courtney 
Beckworth Cravens 
Beiter Creal 
Bloom Curtis 
Boehne Davis, Tenn. 
Boykin Day 
Bradley, Mich. · Delaney 
Bradley, Pa. D1ngel1 
Brooks Domengeaux 
Buck Downs 
Byrne Dworshak 

Eberharter 
Eliot, Mass. 
Elliott, Calif. 
Engel 
Engle bright 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Flaherty 
Flannagan 
Fogarty 
Forand 
Ford, Thomas P. 
Gearhart 
Gehrmann 
Granger 
Grant, Ala. 
Gregory 
Harris, Ark. 
Healey 
Hendricks 
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Hill, Colo. -Magnuson Sanders 
Hill .• Wash. Manasco Sauthoff 
H1nshaw Merritt Schuetz 
Hook Mills, Ark. Scrugham 
Hope Mills, La . Shafer, Mich. 
Houston Mitchell Shanley 
Hull Mott Sheppard 
Izac Mundt Shm·t 
Jackson Murdock Smith, Maine 
Jacobsen Murray Smith, Pa. 
Johns Nelson Smith. Wash. 
Johnson, Calif. Nichols Somers, N. Y. 
Johnson, Okla. Norrell Sparkman 
Johnson, W.Va. Norton Spence , 
Keefe O'Brien, Mich. Starnes, Ala. 
Kefauver O'Connor Steagall 
Kelley, Pa. O'Hara Stefan 
Kelly,lll. O'Toole St evenson 
Kennedy, Pace Sweeney 

Martin J. Patman ' Talle 
Kennedy; Patrick . Tenerowicz 

Michael J. Patton Terry 
Keo:?;h Peterson, Fla. Thill 
Kirwan Pierce · Thorn 
Klein Pittenger Thomas, Tex. 
Knutson Poage Tolan 
Kopp:emann Priest Traynor . . 
Lan~ Ramsay Voorhis, Calif. 
Larrabee Rankin, Miss. -Wasielewski 
Lea Rankin, Mont. Weaver 
Leavy Reece , Tenn. Weiss 
Lesinski Richards Welch 
Lewis Rivers West 
McGehee Robinson, Utah Whelchel 
1.\-icGranery Robsion , Ky. White 
Mcint yre Rogers. Okla. Whitten 
McKeough Rolph Wickersham 
Maciejewski Romjue woodruff, Mich. 
Macl-ora. Sabath. Wright 

Andrews 
Arends 
Arnold 
Baldwin 
Barden 
Barnel> 
Barry 
Bates, Mass. 
Baumhart 
Bender 
Bennett 
Blackney 
Bland 
Boggs 
Bolton 
Bonner 
Boren 
Brown, Ga. 
Brown, Ohio 
Bryson 
Bulwinkle 
Burgin 
Butler 
Camp 
Cannon, Mo. 
Carlson 
Chapman 
Chiperfield 
Clason 
Claypool 
Clevenger 
Coffee, Nebr. 
Cole, N.Y. 
Collins 
cooley 
Cooper 
Cox 
Crawford 
Crowther 
Cunningham 
D'Alesandro 
Davis, Ohio 
Dewey 
Dickstein 
Dirksen 
Disney 
Dondero 
Dough ton 
Douglas 
Duncan 
Edmiston 
Elston 
Faddis 
Fenton 
Fish 
Folger 
Fulmer 
Gamble 
Gathings 

Allen, Ill. 
Bates. Ky. 

· NAYS-174 

Gerlach May 
Gibson Meyer, Md. 
Gifford Michener 
Gilchr-ist Monroney · 
Gillette Moser 
Gillie · O•Brien, N. Y. 
Gore O'Neal 
Gossett Pearson 

. Graham Peterson, Ga. 
Grant, Ind. Pheiffer, 
Guyer William T. 
Gwynne Plumley 
Haines Powers 

'Hall , Rabaut 
Edwin Arthur Ramspeck 

Halleck Reed, Ill. 
Hancock Reed, N.Y. 
Hare Rees, Kans. 
Harness Rich · 
Harter Rizley 
Hartley Robertson, Va. 
Hebert Rockefeller 
Heidinger Rockwell 
Hess Rogers, Mass. 
Hoffman Russell 
Hol brock Sasscer 
Holmes Secrest 
Hunter Simpson 
Imhoff Smith, Va. 
Jarman Snyder 
Jenkins, Ohio South 
Jennings Springer 
Jensen Sullivan 
Johnson, Ill. Sumner, Ill. 
Johnson, Ind. Sumners, Tex. 
Johnson. Taber 

Luther A. Talbot 
Jones Tarver 
Jonkman Thomas, N.J. 
Kean Thomason 
Kerr T ibbett 
Kilday Treadway 
Kinzer Van Zandt 
Kleberg Vincent, Ky. 
Kunkel · Vorys, Ohio 
Lambertson Wadsworth 
Landis Ward 
Lanham· Wheat 
LeCompte Whittington 
Lu dlow Wigglesworth 
McCormack Williams 
McGregor Wilson 
McLaughlin Winter 
McLean Wolcott 
McMillan Wolfenden, Pa. 
Maas Wolverton, N.J. 
Mahon Woodrum, Va. 
Mansfield Young 
Martin, Iowa Zimmerman 

NOT VOTING-84 

Bell 
Bishop 

Buckler, Minn. 
Buckley, N.Y. 

Burch Harrington 
Burdick . Harris, Va. 
Cannon,' Fla. Hart 
Capozzoli Heffernan 
Carter Hobbs 
Casey, Mass. Howell 
Celler Jarrett 
Clark Jenks, N. H. 
Cluett Johnson, 
Cole, Md. Lyndon B. 
Copeland Kee 
Crosser Kilburn 
Culldn Kocialkowskl 
Cullen Kramer 
Dies Lynch 
Dit t er Marcantonio 
Drewry Martin, Mass. 
Durham Mason 
Ea,ton . _ Myers, Pa. 
Ellis O'Day 

· Fellows O'Leary 
Ford, Leland M. Oliver 
Ford. Miss. Osmers 
Gale Paddock 
Gavagan Pfeifer, 
Green Joseph L. 
Hall, Plauche 

Leonard W. Ploeser 

Randolph 
Robertsen, 

N. Oak: 
Rodgers, Pa. 
Sacks 
Satterfield 
Scanlon 

·schaefer, Ill. 
Schulte · 
Scott 
Shannon 
Sheridan 
Sikes 
Smith, Ohio 
Smith, W: Va. 
Smith, Wis. 
Stearns, N. H. 
Stratton 
Sutphin 
Tinkham 
Vinson, Ga. 
Vreeland 
Walter 
Wene 
Worley 

· Youngdahl 

So the motion was rejected. 
The Clerk a· :nounced the following 

pairs: 
On this vote : 
Mr. Gavagan -for, with Mr. ·Ploeser against . . 
Mr. Youngdahl for, with Mr. Ditter against. · 
Mt; . BuGkley <;>f New .York for, . with Mr. 

Vreeland against. 
Mr. Gale for·, with Mr. Cluett against . 
Mr. Celler for, with Mr. Tinkham against. 
Mr. Cullen for: with Mr. Eaton against. 
Mr. Lynch for, with- Mr. AEen of Illinois 

against. 
Mr. Joseph L. Pfeifer for, with. Mr. Kilburn 

against . 
Mr. O'.Leary for, with Mr. Bishop against. 
Mr. Capozzoli for, with Mr. Culkin against. 
Mr. Heffernan for, with Mr. Jarrett against. 
Mr. Michael J. Kennedy for, with Mr. 

Rodgers of Pennsylvania against . . 
Mrs. O'pay for, with Mr. Osmers against. 

General pairs: 
Mr. Vinson of Georgia with Mr. Mar~in ot 

Massachusetts. · · 
Mr . Drewry with Mr. Copeland. 
Mr. Bates of Kentucky with Mr. Carter. · 
Mr. Harris of Virginia with Mr. Oliver. 

.. Mt: . Burch with Mr. :Leland M. Ford . .. 
Mr. Hobbs with Mr. Mason. 
Mr. Clark with Mr. Scott. 
Mr. Green with Mr. Jenks 'of New Hamp

shire; 
· Mr. Durham with Mr. Stratton. 

Mr. Ford of Mississippi with Mr. Leonard 
W. Hall. 

M;r . Satterfield with Mr. Paddock. 
Mr. Randolph Ylith Mr. ~owen. 
Mr. Crosser with Mr. Fellows. 
Mr. Cannon of Florida with Mr. Smith of 

Ohio. 
Mr. Kee with Mr. Burdick. 
Mr. Casey of Massachusetts with Mr. Stearns 

of New Hampshire. 
. Mr. Dies with Mr. Robertson of North Da
kota. 

Mr. Ellis with Mr . Smith of Wisconsin. 
Mr. Smith of West Virginia with Mr. Buck· 

ler of Minnesota. 
Mr. Sutphin with Mr. Marcantonio. 
Mr. Cole of Maryland with Mr. Hart. 
Mr. Plauche with Mr: Harrington. 
Mr . Bell with Mr. Lyndon B . Johnson. 
Mr. Scanlon with Mrs. Byron. 
Mr. Myers of Pennsylvania with Mr. 

Schaefer of Illinois. 
Mr. Kramer with Mr. Sacks. 
Mr. Worley with Mr. Kocialkowski. 
Mr. Sikes with Mr. Walter. 
Mr. Sheridan with Mr. Wene. 

The doors were opened. 
·The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now 
on the -motion offered by the ·gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. TARVER]. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. - The Clerk will report 

th~ next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A_mendment -No. 40: _page 46, line 16, strike 

out "$14,321,425" .and insert "$17,350,075." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
motion which L send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. TARVER moves that the House recede 

from its disagreeme-nt to the amendment of 
the Senate No. 40, and . agree. to the same 
with a.n amendment as follows: In lieu . of 
the sum proposed by said amendment, in
sert "$14,330,075." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker·, that is 
simply a correction. of the total. 

The motion was agreed . to. 
. The SPEAKER. The Clelik will -report 

• the next amendment in disagreement. 
. The Clerk .read as. follows: · 
Amendment No. 41: Page 46, line 23, strike 

out "$879,730'~ and insert "$~92,337." 

. Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I mov.e 
that the·Hous·e insist on_its disagreement· 
to Senate· amendment No. 41. 

Tbe motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
: The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate amend.m'ent No. 42·: On page ,47: 
line 18, strike out "$2,500,000" and insert 
"$5.000,000." -

· .Mr. TARVER. _Mr .. Speaker, I move 
that the .House insist on its disagree.merit 
to Senate amendment No. 42. 

The motion was -agreed to, 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read. as follows: 
Senate amendment . No. 43: · On page ·47, 

line 19, strike · out "$68,800" and insert 
"$74,830 " . I 

Mr. TARYER. Mr. · Speaker, I move 
that the House insist on its disagreement 

_,to Se:Qate amendment No. 43. 
The motion was agreed· to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in dis:;tgreement. 
The Clerk re~d .a~ follows: 
Senate amendment . No. 44: On page 48, 

line · 3, strike out "$17 ,175,635" and insert 
"$22. 704,285.;, 

Mr. TARVER. ·Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur with 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. TARVER moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate No. 44 and agree to the same with 
an ·amendment as . follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed by said amendment insert 
"$17,184-,285." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, this is 
merely a correction of the total. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
· The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 45: On page 48, line 

11, strike out "$6,500,000" and insert "$7,500,-
000." . 
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Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 

that the House insist on its disagreement 
to Senate amendment No. 45. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that Senate amend
ments numbered 46, 47, and 48 be con
sidered together, as they relate to the 
same subject matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there obJection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 46: On page 48, 

lin3 14, strike out "a part" and insert "parts." 
Senate amendment No. 47: On page 48, 

line 15, strike out "amount" and insert 
"amounts," 

Senate amendment No. 48: On page 48, 
line 15, strike out "year 1942" and insert 
"years 1942 and 1943." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House insist upon its disagree
ment to Senate amendments numbered 
46, 47, and 48. 

The motion was agreed to. . 
The SP~AKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 79: On page 77, 

line 9, after "payments", insert a colon and 
the following proviso: "Provided further, 
That notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, persons who in 1942 carry out farm
ing operations as tenants or sharecroppers 
on cropland owned by the United States 

- Government and who comply with the terms 
and conditions of the 1942 agricultural con
servation prcgram, formulated pursuant to 
sections 7 to 17, inclusive, of the Soil Con
servation and Domestic Allotment Act, as 
amended, shall b.' entitled to apply for and 
receive payments, or to retain payments here
tofore made, for their participation in · said 
program to- the same extent as other pro
ducers." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask for a division of the motion. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 5 minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle
man from Oklahoma. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Has this 
proVISion any connection with the 
amendment adopted b3- an overwhelming 
vote of . the House, limiting the soil con
servation payments to $1,000? 

Mr. TARVER. No; indeed. This has 
no relationship whatever to that amend
ment. This relates to an entirely differ
ent subject matter. This is a provision 
which has been carried in the bill here
tofore, which would permit the payment 
of soil-conservation benefits to men who 
farm as tenants on Government-owned 
lands. There are a great many tenants 
within forest areas owned by the Gov
ernment, and some on lands owned by the 
Soil Conservation Service, who carry on 
their own farming operations. Without 
this provision in the bill they could not 
.5ecure pay for carrying on soil-conserv
ing practices which redound to the bene-

fit of the Government and improve Gov
ernment-owned lands, . although other 
farmers located on privately owned lands 
can receive that type of payment. 

As I have said, this is simply a provision 
that gives simple justice . to these men. 
It has been carried in the bill in prior 
years, and would have been inserted in 
the bill by the subcommittee in connec
tion with reporting the bill to the House 
except that it is legislative in character 
and, therefore, under the House rules 
we could not include this provision. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I thank 
the gentleman for the explanation. 

Mr. TARVER. Does the gentleman 
from South Dakota desire some time? 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I should 
like to have the gentleman yield me some 
time when I offer my amendment, after 
the motion to recede is agreed to. 

Mr. TARVER. I have nothing further 
to say at this time, and shall be pleased 
to yield the gentleman some time if he 
wishes to address the House now. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Then I 
will explain the situation right now. 

Mr. Speaker, the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia was a mo
tion to recede and concur in the Senate 
amendment. I asked for a division of 
the question for the purpose of offering 
an amendment when we reach that stage. 
I propose to offer this amendment at 
line 13 on page 77. The language of 
that proviso, beginning on line 10, reads: 

That notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, persons who in 1942 carry out farm
ing operations as tenants or sharecroppers 
on cropland owned by the United States 
Government who comply-

And so forth
shall be entitled-

And so forth. My amendment would 
insert after "by 'the United States Gov
ernment" the words "or by any State," 
so as to make it possible for those who 
rent from States to qualify the same as 
those who rent from the United States 
Government. 

This amendment is designed to take 
care of the situation that is created by 
the scrapping of amendment No. 78, the 
latter part of which took care of share
renters on lands owned by States such as 
Minnesota, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
and other States that own and rent lands. 
Unless such an amendment should be 
adopted we would have a discriminatory 
situation where one man renting from 
the United States Government would be 
entitled to qualify for payment while his 
neighbor across the road, renting from 
a State as landlord, would not be. 

Mr. TARVER. I wish to say to the 
gentleman that I think his position is 
eminently fair, that if under this proviso 
in connection with existing law the 
tenants of State-owned land could not 
obtain these soil-conservation payments 
for carrying out soil-conservation prac
tices they are entitled to them, and if his 
amendment is necessary in that connec
tion I think it ought to be adopted. I 
confess the .question has never been 
called to the attention of our subcom
mittee and I have made no study with 
reference to it to determine whether 
these tenants are entitled under existing 

law to secure these benefits or not; at 
any rate I do not think they ought to be 
done an injustice, and so far as I am 
concerned I am willing to agree to the 
gentleman's amendment so that when 
we take up the Platter in conference we 
can determine whether its final adoption 
would be wise or necessary. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I appre
ciate the gentleman's position and his 
fine sense of justice. This situation 
arises from the fact that noncompliance 
by one share renter from a multiple 
landlord throws the other share renters 
out of compliance. A landlord renting 
on shares is held to be an operator and 
if he is out of compliance on one farm he 
is out of compliance on all of them. The 
landlord may not care but it is hard on 
his tenants if they cannot pay cash rent 
and become the sole operator. I believe 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HoPE], 
who is rising, is familiar with the 
situation. · 

Mr. HOPE. I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. As I understand 
the situation in South Dakota and in 
some adjoining States, the $10,000 limita
tion upon payments discourages and in 
some cases prevents the States from 
going into the program, which also pre
vents the tenants from participating in 
the program. If this amendment were 
adopted the $10,000 limitation could still 
apply as far as the States were concerned, 
and the States as landlords could go into 
the program or ·stay out as they choose, 
but their tenants could go in and would 
be entitled to receive their payments not
withstanding the fact that the States 
might choose not to come in. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. The 
gentleman is correct. Many States have 
become large landlords. My State has 
owned 7,000 farms which it rents to 
farmers. The amendment as offered 
does not change the $10,000 limitation 
on payments to any one operator. It will 
not help the State treasury or the State 
as a landlord, but it will give the tenants 
on State-owned land the same oppor
tunity to participate as tenants on lands 
owned by the United States Government 
as is provided by the Senate language. 

Mr. TARVER. I am sure no member 
of the conference on the House has any 
objection to the gentleman's amendment 
and I hope we · may have a vote on the 
amendment. · 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may desire to the gentleman from Ver
mont [Mr. PLUMLEY]. 

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, having 
waited patiently for an opportunity early 
in the debate, and speaking generally 
with respect to the report, I take this be
lated opportunity to say with respect to 
it, in the first piace, your Subcommittee 
on Appropriations for Agriculture spent 
some 90 to 110 days listening to every
body who wanted to talk to it. Then we 
passed the bill. It went to the Senate. 
It came back with over a hundred amend
ments. We went into conference. 

Of course, if I could have had my way, 
probably I would have increased certain 
appropriations a little, and you may be 
sure I would have very decidedly de
creased others. But I could not have 
my way. 
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For example, if I could · have put the 
Monroney amendments into full, prac
tical force and effect, I would have been 
inclined so to do. There is no sense or 
rhyme or reason in the representatives 
of 15 departments all traveling to the 
same place and undertaking to do what 
1 should be able and ought to do. How
ever, I could not see the practical way to 
accomplish what MoNRONEY was en
deavoring to do, and what I would like 
to do, without doing serious damage to 
some things I favored and thought ought 
to be done. So I compromised. 

The report pretty well speaks for itself. 
. Insofar as it does not, I am sure that 
there are those who are perfectly compe
tent to do it who will make their positions 
very clear. 

I admit I assented to some proposals 
and suggestions of compromise almost 
against my own better judgment, except 
for the fact that I would ~lways rather 
have half a loaf than none at all. 

The results of the impact of the op
posing forces are evidenced in the con
ference committee report we have 
brought out. I have no alibi. I did all 
that I could do from the standpoint of 
the minority to sustain the position of 
the House in regard to the really im
portant and money-spending items. In
sofar as . I could do it, I made the best 

. trades I could in negotiation, if and when 
a trade was involved. 

If the Department of Agriculture needs 
more money to provide for the necessities 
of the Department and of the people, 
in order to promote the winning of the 
war, more than we need it otherwise to 
defend ourselves, and if the Department 
is able to convince us that this is so, then 
I will go along with them on a deficiency 
bill. Otherwise not. 

I am going to support the report and 
defend the position of the House. Such 
action really should not be called de
fense, for taken all in all it is, as I see it, 
the common-sense attitude with regard 
to the situation as it confronts us. 

Not to suspend, without damage to 
anyone, the farm-tenancy program for 
the duration is an indefensible expendi
ture of the taxpayers' money. 

The House proposal for Farm Security 
loans and the program .is protective, suf
ficient, and an adequate sum has been 
provided. 

As to the sales of Government-owned 
or controlled agricultural commodities, 
the position of the House is and will be 
justified for that we must have parity 
for all or none. And there are other 
reasons which appeal to those who think 
and are not pressed to vote by selfish 
minority groups under threat of reprisal. 

Despite all alleged gratuities and sub
sidies, the farmer is the first man who 
suffers from the effect of extravagant 
spending of his hard-earned dollars ex
tracted from him as taxes. He is for 
justice to all and economy in all things. 
So am I. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion that the House recede from 
its disagreement to the Senate amend
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 

Speaker, I offer a preferential motion to 

-concur in the Senate amendment with 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CAsE of South Dakota moves to concur 

in the Senate amendment with the following 
amendment: On page 77, between lines 12 
and 13, after the phrase "by the United States 
Government", insert "or by any State." 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report · 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 81: On page 79, after the 

figures at the end of line 14, insert "and the 
applicable rate of the payments under the 
Soil Conservation and Domestic Allotment 
Act, for the purposes of the 1942 agricultural 
conservation program." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House insist upon its disagree
ment to the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that amendments 
Nos. 83, 85, and 86, which relate to the 
same subject matter, be considered to
gether. These are the amendments re
lating to the limitations proposed on the 
administrative expenses of the Commod
ity Credit Corporation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 83: Page 81, line 13, strike 

out the word "and" and insert the word "or"; 
Amendment No. 85: Page 81, line 18, after 

the.word "agriculture", insert": Provided fur
ther, That not more than 125,000,000 bushels 
of wheat may be sold for feeding purposes." 

Amendment No. 86: Page 81, line 20, after 
the period insert ": Provided further, That no 
grain shall be sold for feed at a price less than 
85 percent of the parity price of corn at the 
time such sale is made." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House further insist upon its 
disagreement to Senate amendments 83, 
85, and 86. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
the following preferential motion which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CocHRAN moves to recede and concur 

in amendments Nos. 83, 85, and 86. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 10 minutes. When the agricul
tural appropriation bill passed the House 
it was with this proviso which prohibited 
the use of any of the funds of the Com
modity Credit Corporation for the pur
pose of selling Government-owned or 
controlled stocks of farm commodities at 
less than parity price, as defined by the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938. 
The Senate made five amendments to 
this proviso. One of them is a mere 
technical change of language, and has 
been agreed to in the conference report. 
One of them, No. 84, involves the striking 
out of the word "alcohol" in the House 
language permitting the sale of deterio
rated grain for purposes of feeding or of 
manufacturing alcohol, and the inser
tion of the words "ethyl alcohol, butyl · 
alcohol, acetone, or rubber." The House 
has already agreed to amendment No. 84 
in the conference report. The question 

involved here is whether or not the House 
will agree to this amendment, which 
would permit the sale of 125,000,000 
bushels of wheat, not deteriorated wheat, 
for feeding purposes at a price which 
shall not be less than 85 percent of the 
parity price of corn at the time such 
sale is made. 

The amendment proposed by the Sen
ate-and to which, I believe, the unani
mous feeling of the conferees on the part 
of the House is that the House ·should 
refuse to agre~-is, in my judgment an 
amendment which would absolutely de
stroy the parity principle. It is not an 
amendment in which either I or the dis
trict from whieh I come have any direct 
interest, except that my district might be 
more interested from the standpoint of 
the consumer in a lower price for wheat 
than it would be in a higher price for 
wheat because, while some wheat is raised 
in my district, it. is not a producer of 
wheat .for commerce, and the larger por
tion of my constituents are consumers of 
wheat and of wheat products, and, there
fore, it might be thought that from · a 
selfish interest · alone I would favor the 
House agreeing to· the Senate amend
ment, which is an amendment undoubt
edly calculated· to bear· the price of 
wheat, but I shall adopt no such selfish 
view. I think those of us in this House 
who represent farm constituencies must 
stand together; if we are ever going to 
be able to carry out any beneficial pro
gram in the interest of agriculture. The 
just rights of the wheat and corn farmer 
are of interest to the cotton farmer and 
ought to be of interest to every fair
minded citizen. Nothing has been done 
by the Senate to this proviso which in 
any way affects the interest of cotton 
unless cotton is affected by the decline 
in the price of other agricultural com
modities, which I conceive to be true, but 
whenever the Representatives from cot
ton areas in this House undertake to take 
the position that because legislation is 
not of a character which directly affects 
cotton or cotton producers, and fail to 
stand by their colleagues in the wheat
and corn- and tobacco- and rice-produc
ing areas of the country, when their in
terests become vitally involved and when 
their position is right, simply because 
cotton is not directly concerned, we are 
going to cease as Representatives of agri
cultural areas to be a force in this House 
which is capable of accomplishing any-

. thing, either in behalf of the cotton 
grower, the corn grower, the wheat 
grower, or in behalf of any other segment 
of agriculture. Every Member of the 
House should be interested in maintain
ing the just rights of all citizens on all 
occasions. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. Yes. 
Mr. McCORMACK . .. Does my distin

guished friend want to leave the record 
that he is appealing to the House on 
this occasion to support his position on 
the basis that those who represent farm
ing districts must stand together? I 
am sure the gentleman, knowing him as 
I do, does not want the record to stand 
that he is appealing to the Representa
tives of farmers to stand together when 
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we are here as Representatives of the 
United States. 

Mr. TARVER. I think the gentleman 
will understand me clearly before I 
conclude. 

May I say to the gentleman that un· 
less the Representatives of the agricul· 
tural areas of the country do stand to· 
gether in support of simple justice-not 
in support of any grab from the Treas· 
ury of the United States; not in support 
of any extravagance for the benefit of 
agriculture, but unless they do stand to· 
gether in support of those things which 
are fair to agriculture, it is my concep. 
tion that those things will never be 
achieved. 

We talk about trying to keep down 
the cost of living. That is the object 
of these amendments. The object of 
these amendments is to enable the Sec· 
retary of Agriculture to manipulate the 
farm markets so as to depress the prices 
of agricultural commodities. I do not 
make that statement inadvisedly, be. 
cause if you wm examine pages 40 and 
the following pages of part 1 of the hear· 
ings held in the House on the Depart· 
ment of Agriculture appropriation bill 
you will find that the Secretary of Agri· 
culture frankly avowed that to be his 
program, and in the course of his evi • 
dence at that time he did not spring this 
business about selling a quantity o4' wheat 
for feeding purposes. That was an after· 
thought. All that he had in mind then 
was being allowed, when he thought the 
price of wheat was too high or the price 
of corn was too high, even though it had 
not reached parity, to feed quantities of 
these Government-owned stocks of 
wheat and corn into the market, for 
what purpose? Not for stock-feeding 
purposes but to depress the price and 
prevent an increase in the cost of food 
products manufactured from wheat and 
corn to the consuming public of this 
country. 

Now, for years we have professed the 
purpose to try to bring about in some 
way parity prices for agricultural com· 
modities. We have been led to believe 
that because of current conditions in the 

·United States the time might be ap. 
preaching when farrr ... ers' prices, if they 
are not interfered with ir. some way such 
as this, may approach and in some cases 
exceed parity. When we are about to 
come onto the threshold of our hopes and 
dreams during this long period of years 
we are met '>Y the proposition that the 
markets are to be manipulated by the 
Government or agencies of the Govern
ment, so as to prevent the achieving of 
that goal, parity, which we have so long 
sought. And that that is to be done in 
the interest of holding down the cost of 
living to the consuming public of this 
country, most of whom are on a far bet· 
ter basis with reference to parity condi
tions in their incomes than the farmer 
is with ·reference to parity conditions in 
his income. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. 
R:AMSPECKJ. The time of the gentleman 
from Georgia has expired. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 5 additional minutes. 

These Representatives from the indus
trial areas of the country in the main 

have been standing by in this fight to 
obtain simple justice for our agricultural 
population. They have not voted against 
parity for the farmer. That is, most of 
them have not, even though somebody in 
their districts might raise the specious 
claim that if a few cents more were ob· 
tained by the farmer for a bushel of 
wheat -.it would increase the cost of bread. 
As a matter of fact, the cost of bread to 
their constituents is usually about 10 
cents a loaf, whether wheat is selling for -
50 cents a bushel or for $1.50 a bushel. 
There is very little connection between 
the price of the raw product, wheat, as 
it leaves the farm and goes to the market, 
and the cost of the finished product, 
bread, as it enters the home of the aver
age consumer. But the industrial worker 
of this country wants the farmer to ob· 
tain a fair price for his product. ·If the 
average industrial worker of the coun· 
try, according to statistics which have 
been submitted to our committee, were 
comparing his condition with the 1909-14 
level he would be getting over 300 per
cent of what he got in the period from 
1909 to 1914, and here is the farmer still 
struggling trying to get 100 percent of 
what he got back there. Under those 
circumstances, no one can convince me 
that the fair-minded industrial worker 
wants to hold the farmer's price down 
below even 100 percent of parity, simply 
in the hope that some dealer in food
stuffs may slightly reduce the price of 
his bread below what it woulc'l_ otherwise 
be, which would probably be a forlorn 
hope. 

Mr. HAINES. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield. 
Mr. HAINES. As the gentleman 

knows, I represent both agricultural sec
tions and industrial sections. The thing 
that bothers me is this treme1:dous sur
plus of wheat on hand. I am told there 
are 200,000,000 bushels of the 1940 crop 
stored away; about 400,000,000 bushels 
of the 1941 crop, and there is an esti
mated crop of 800,000,000 bushels for 
1942. In my district they cannot even 
find available space to store the wheat. 
I do not see ·why we could not permit 
those farmers to use this wheat rtS feed. 

Mr. TARVER. This proposal. if the 
gentleman understands the Senate 
amendments correctly, is not to let the 
farmers use their wheat as feed, but to 
let the Government of the United States 
use wheat that belongs tc: it, the Govern
ment, which has professedly been trying 
to bring about parity conditions in agri
culture, to depress the price of wheat. I 
do not think that the adoption of these 
amendments would result in a consider
able increase in the consumption of 
wheat. I think the country is going to 
consume about the same amount of 
wheat whether the Congress insists on a 
continuance of the conditions that will 
bring about parity prices or not. 

This is simply a provision which is in
tended to depress below parity levels the 
price of wheat and corn. I cannot see 
how its adoption would in any way tend 
to get rid of the wheat surplus to which 
the gentleman has referred. Let me 
make this further observation, nobody 
knows at this time when the war condi· 

tions which now obtain are going to be 
ended. There are some of us at least 
who hope there may be a chance they will 
be ended within the next year. When
ever they shall be ended there will be 
hundreds of millions of people in this old 
world of ours who are now in destitute 
circumstances and who will then be starv
ing, who will want your tremendous sur
plus of wheat, and the humanitarian 
spirit of this country is going tci insist 
that those people shall not be allowed to 
starve; so I am unable to agree that in 
the present state of the world you are
able to say that you have too much wheat 
or that you will have too much wheat. 
After the present crop is harvested it may 
well be that despite this huge surplus to 
which you refer you still will not have 
the wheat necessary to relieve the human 
suffering which will exist among so many 
hundreds of millions of people after this 
war is over. I am unable to believe that 
at that time it is going to be a calamity to 
have too much bread. 

Miss SUMNER of lllinois. Mr. Speak
er, will the gentleman yield? 

[Here the gavel fell.] . 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself 2 additional minutes. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentlewoman 

from Dlinois. 
Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Why 

should they insist upon reducing the 
price of grain for industrial alcohol when 
we all know that the producers of this 
industrial alcohol are making the most 
unconscionable profits of any manu
facturer in the war effort? 

Mr. TARVER. I quite agree with the 
gentlewoman and shall be pleased to yield 
her a couple of minutes in which she may 
expand her idea. 

I certainly hope the House will send 
these matters back to conference in order 
that if possible agreement may be 
reached with the Senate. I sincerely 
hope that the Congress of the United 
States will never consent to the destruc
tion by the Government itself of the 
parity principle. 

Mr. COFFEE of Nebraska. Mr. Speak
er, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield. 
Mr. COFFEE of Nebraska. In the 

_ event this bill goes back to conference 
will it be possible for the conferees to 
work out a proviso whereby domestic 
wheat could be supplied to our domestic 
millers at a competitive price with Cana
dian wheat to permit those millers to 
export that fiour? Under present condi
tions they can buy Canadian wheat in 
bond and export that wheat without pay
ing duty; as a result they purchase wheat 
from Canadian sources rather than do
mestic sources. 

Mr. TARVER. All matters which are 
within the -differences represented by the 
language of the House bill and the lan
guage of the bill as it passed the Senate 
would be within the scope of the confer
ence. As to just what language different 
from that which now appears in the bill 
might be worked out I, of course, am not 
in position to say. I may say, however, 
there exists . a very well-defined notion 
on the part of some of us that this 
anxiety to receive huge quantities of 
Government-owned wheat for feed pur-
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poses may be a desire on the part of the 
millers of feedstuffs to procure cheaper 
supplies for the manufacture of their 
products and that if they should succeed 
in doing that, their having done so would 
not necessarily be reflected in any lower 
price to the consumers of their products. 

Mr. COFFEE of Nebraska. I do not 
like either provision. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. COCHRAN]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
RAMSPECK) . The gentleman from Mis
souri is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, the 
purpose of my amendment is to provide 
cheaper feed for the farmer's livestock 
from this huge surplus. The Department 
of Agriculture is in favor of the amend
ment; the administration is in favor of 
the amendment. Who is goine to get the 
benefit? The farmer. It is the farmer 
who is going to get cheaper food for his 
livestock. Farmers will be encouraged 
by this cheaper feed to raise what is 
needed. 

Further, the operation will stabilize the 
price of meat, and so forth, to the con
sumer, but do not forget that at the same 
time we are going to pay the farmer fair, 
or parity, prices for what he puts on the 
market. It cannot be denied that the 
House amendment requires the farmer to 
pay a higher price for feed. If it does 
not, let somebody correct me. · 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. As a 

matter of fact, the farmers who buy this 
wheat as feed do not get it at any lower 
price, because the wheat is sold to the 
processor and he sells it out at the regular 
old price to the farmer. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Why does not the 
farmer buy it himself? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The 
farmer does not buy it from the Govern
ment. 

Mr. COCHRAN. He should, and it is 
the intent of the amendment that the 
farmer get cheaper feed. I want the 
tarmer to get the benefit. The trouble 
with the farmer is that he does not get a 
fair share ot the price the consumer 
pays; it is the middleman who gets the 
money. That has always · been the 
trouble, but Congress has never by legis
lation sought to cure it. 

If the farmers are going to be foolish 
enough, when the Government sells this 
wheat below parity, to let somebody buy 
it and resell it to them at a higher price, 
then they do not deserve any sympathy. 
We do not want them to 'do that. 

Give the farmers this opportunity and, 
in my opinion, they will extend them
selves. They are patriotic, they want to 
do everything they can to help win this 
war, and they are doing it. If we cannot 
feed our soldiers they cannot fight. We 
need this food. We need it for those in 
the armed forces. 

The administration is appealing for 
this legislation and have been appealing 
for it all the time. As the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania asked, and I have had 
letters to the same effect, where are you 
going to store this year's crop of wheat 
if you· do not get rid of some of the 
surplus? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Missouri. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The gen
tleman says the administration is ap
pealing for this amendment. Can the 
gentleman point out where the admin
istration has made any such demand 
that the farmers produce food at less 
than cost? When he produces wheat at 
85 percent of the parity price of corn, as 
provided in the pending amendment, he 
is producing it at less than 71 cents per 
bushel~ and that is less than the cost of 
production. 

Mr. COCHRAN. This is not taking it 
away from the farmers. This has noth
ing to do with production. It solely re
fers to sale of the surplus which belongs 
to the Government. . 

Mr .CANNON of Missouri. . Where has 
the administration ever made any such 
request? The administration has never 
asked that the farmer be compelled to 
sell $1.13 wheat for 71 cents? The ad- . 
ministration is always willing for the 
farmer to have a fair price. The admin
istration endorses farm parity, and that 
is $1.13 for wheat and 84 cents for corn. 

Mr. COCHRAN. We want to give the 
farmer a fair price. I have voted for 
that ever since I have been here and will 
continue to do so. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The gen
tleman does not answer the question. 
He says the administration is for the 
amendment. Will he point out where 
the administration has announced that 
it is for the amendment? 

Mr. COCHRAN. That question is not 
involved here at a,ll. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The gen
tleman raised the question. He urged 
the passage of his amendment, because 
he says the administration is for it. 
Will he point out where the administra
tion has asked for it? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I read a letter from 
the Department of Agriculture submit
ting an argument in favor of it. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The gen
tleman does not qt.ote the letter or give 
its author. And who in the Department 
of Agriculture is authorized to commit 
the administration to so astounding a re
versal of policy? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I can assure the 
gentleman that the administration is in 
favor of the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I shall be 
glad to have the gentleman submit docu
mentary substantiation of such an epoch
making commitment. This administra
tion is for a fair deal for the farmer. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Please speak in your 
own time. You can get it. You are a 
member of the committee. I have only 
5 minutes. ' 

We are going to put our hands into 
the Treasury of the United States and 
show a loss upon the surplus wheat that 
we have in storage by letting the farm
ers have the feed at a lower price than 
the Government paid for it. The gen
tleman from Oregon [Mr. PIERCE] is just 
as stanch a friend of the farmer as there 
is in this House and he agrees with what 
I say. I am willing to go along with 
the gentleman from Oregon. He is a 
wheat farmer and he represents nothing 
but farmers. When the Government 
wants to give something to the farmers, 
how can those who represent the farmers 
stand up and say, "No; we are not going ' 
to let the Government do anything ·for 
the farmers"? Why, it is absurd to say 
that. I am trying to help the farmers 
by getting them cheap feed, although I 
come from the city. I have tried ever 
since I have been here. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 

minutes to the gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. McCoRMACK]. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
am not going to get into a controversy 
with those who represent the farmers 
in this great body. I am very sorry to 
hear the argument advanced and the 
appeals made in this body that those 
who represent farming districts must 
stick together. 

I have not a farm in my district. I 
spoke -for the Bankhead cotton bill when 
it passed this House by six or seven 
votes. I spoke in favor of the farmer
tenant legislation when it passed this 
House by a very few votes. I spoke in 
favor of all legislation in the past 10 
years that was beneficial to the farmers 
of this country and I did that not as one 
who represents a farming district but as 
an American, trying to view the farm 
problem from a national angle. It was 
the problem of my people just the same 
as it was the problem of the people of 
the rural districts. ~ay I state, and I 

· do not say this in any critical sense, that 
I hope the appeal to blocs and groups 
will not be made because the reaction 
to that is to appeal to the city group, 
and under no conditions will anyone con
done that and under no condition would 
I make such an argument. I like to look 
at this frem a broad angle. Certainly 
this Government is not trying to destroy 
parity. The very administration that 
created parity trying to destroy it? 
Why, I cannot follow such an argument. 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Will the ge.ntleman 
yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I have the ut
most respect for the gentleman and I 
could not refrain from yielding to him. 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Why does this bill 
say that the farmer shall get only 85 
percent of parity if the gentleman favors 
full parity? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Because the bill 
also provides that the farmer in any event 
shall receive parity. Oh, yes. This grain 
may be sold for 85 percent of parity to the 
farmer on the poultry farm, the man who 
produces meat, eggs, and milk, or the 
dairy farmer. The Government may sell 
this for 85 percent of parity, but, if I 
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understand it correctly, the Government 
pays the farmer the parity price. 

Mr. H. CAl-GL ANDERSEN. Will the 
gentleman yield for a correction? 

Mr. McCORMACK. For a correction. 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. This bill 

permits the wheat to be sold for 85 per
cent of the corn parity; in other words, 
53 cents under the wheat parity, if the 
gentleman from Massachusetts would 
like to know the fact. 

Mr. McCORMACK. That is not so. 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I ask the 

gentleman to discover the facts and know 
what he is talking about. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman is 
rather dogmatic, but certainly no one in
tends that. I am not so strong in my 
convictions that I would say the gentle
man is wrong, but I think he is wrong. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I ask the 
gentleman to ask other gentlemen here 
from the committee if I am not right on 
that point. Read the bill. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield to the gen
tleman from Georgia. 

Mr. TARVER. The language of the 
amendment is-

That no grain shall be sold for feed at a 
price less than 85 percent of the parity price 
of corn at the time such sale is made. 

Therefore, the amendment would per
mit the sale of wheat at 85 percent of 
the parity price of corn. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Now, I 
will accept the gentleman's correction. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Does the gentle
man from Georgia construe it to be the 
intent of the administration that that 
should exist, or is that a mistake in the 
amendment inserted by the Senate, in all 
frankness? 

Mr. TARVER. I would not undertake 
to interpret the mind of the administra
tion, but I an .. quite sure that it is the 
intent of the authors of the amendment 
in the Senate that this should be the 
provision, and the Senate itself, as I un
derstand, rejected a proposal that it 
should be limited to 85 percent of the 
parity price of wheat. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I merely wish to 
observe that this motion to recede and 
concur takes into consideration the in
terests of the entire country, not only the 
farmer but the consumer. Certainly it 
is wrong to prohibit the Government 
from selling this excess grain and compel 
it to sell it at 100 percent of parity. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Washington, June 6, 1942. 

Han. JoHN W. McCoRMACK, 
Washington, D . C. 

DEAR MR. McCoRMACK: Enclosed is a state
ment explaining the issues involved in the 
difference between the Senate and the House 
versions of the current agricultural appro
priation bill with respect to sales of Gov
ernment-owned and Government-controlled 
grain. This statement is being sent in order 
to facilitate discussion of this matter at the 
meeting to be held Monday morning, June 8. 

Copies of this statement have been sent 
to the President and to Hon. SAM RAYBURN. 

Sincerely yours, 

[Enclosure.] 

THOMAS J. FLAVIN, 
Assistant to the Secretary. 

GOVERNMENT SALE OF GRAIN FOR LIVESTOCK 
FEED AND ITS RELATION TO THE COST OF 
LIVING 

AN ANALYSIS OF HOUSE AND SENATE PROVISIONS 
OF THE 1943 AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION 
BILL RELATING TO SALE BY THE GOVERNMENT 
OF GRAINS FOR LIVESTOCK FEED 

The facts 
1. The Nation bas abundant feed in the 

ever-normal granary. 
2. The Nation needs to convert this sur

plus feed into needed meat, milk, eggs, and 
similar products. 

3. To encourage farmers to make the con
version, tbt Department of Agriculture is 
selling grain for feed at moderate prices. 

4. To be fair to grain producers, payments 
are made to them to make up the difference 
between the sale price and parity price. The 
effect of the whole operation is to stabilize 
the prices of meat, milk, and eggs to con
sumers, and at the same time to pay farmers 
fair (or parity) prices. 

5. The 1943 agricultural appropriation bill 
as it passed the House would jeopardize this 
program by forcing the Department to sell 
feed grains to farmers at higher prices. This 
would either increase the cost of living and 
increase the danger of inflation, or 'it would 
cut down food production. Whichever hap
pened, the war effort would be hampered. 

6. The Senate version of the bill would 
enable farmers to go ahead full speed with 
the wartime production program, and would 
help stabilize living costs of consumers. 

The situation 
The 1943 agricultural appropriation bill, as 

passed by the House, contains a provision 
which has the effect of prohibiting the sale 
o: Government-owned or Government-con
troHed stocks of farm commodities at less 
than parity price. 

Senate amendments permit grain to be sold 
at less than parity, limiting sales of wheat 
to 125,000,000 bushels for feed. 

The present and prospective large Govern
ment holdings, which have been built up in 
ever-normal-granary storage, make the price 
at which the Government sells these accumu
lated stocks an important factor in the whole 
feed-price situation. As of May 30, Com
modity Credit stock totaled 63,000,000 bushels 
of corn and 315,000,000 bushels of wheat. 
Probably most of the approximately 100,-
000,000 bushels of wheat still under loan will 
also be acquired by the Commodity Credit 
Corporation. These stocks are the equivalent 
of about one-fifth of an average corn crop. 

As of May 15, the average farm price of 
corn was 81 cents a bushel, or 83 percent of 
parity. As of the same date the average farm 
price of wheat was $1 a bushel, or 74 percent 
of parity. The House proposal would force 
the Government to raise its prices on coin 
to around $1 a bushel and on wheat to around 
$1.35 a bushel. Because the Government 
holds such a large part of the supply, the 
price of feed grains would go to the parity 
price of corn. 

Effect of the House provtswns 
Stated in its simplest terms, the effect of 

the House version would be: 
(a) To increase the cost of living by mak

ing food costs go up; or 
(b) To force farmers to cut down on the 

production of foods needed to help win the 
war. 
How the House provision would force up the 

cost of living 
Forcing the Government to sell at parity 

would drive up all corn and wheat prices. 
This would raise the cost of feeding cows, 
chickens, and hogs. This would increase the 
cost of the foods most needed for the war. 
It would mean higher prices for milk, for 
meat, for eggs, for butter, for lard; in fact, 
for all livestock, dairy, and poultry products. 

How much the cost of living would be affected 
If legislation is passed which causes corn 

prices to advance to parity, the maintenance 
or further increase of livestock production 
can be obtained only by a substantial in
crease in the prices to consumers of milk, 
meat, and eggs. In order to maintain the 
present increase in the production of these 
livestock products with higher feed costs it 
might be necessary to increase the con
sumers' annual food bill by a billion dollars. 
How the House provision would cut down on 

production 
The most important factor encouraging 

farmers to maintain and increase livestock 
production is the relationship between feed 
prices and livestock prices. This leads to one 
simple conclusion which sums up the whole 
present problem. When feed is low in rela
tion to livestock prices, farmers expand live
stock production. When feed is h igh in rela
tion to livestock prices, farmers cut down or 
go out of livestock production. 

To make successful war, we need th.e largest 
possible production of meat, milk, and eggs. 
The prices of hogs and cattle are somewhat 
above parity and those of eggs and milk, 
about at parity. Corn is the basic livestock 
feed grain. With prices of corn at 85 percent 
of parity, feeding ratios are favorable - to 
expanded production of livestock and live
stock prOducts without consumers having to 
pay exorbitantly high prices for them. Ex
pansion is taking place. For example, the 
number of pigs raised in 1942 will be the 
largest on record-nearly 100,000,000 bead. 

These favorable feeding ratios have been 
maintained in considerable part because of 
the policy of the Department of releasing 
corn and wheat for feeding purposes at about 
current corn prices, or 85 percent of corn 
parity. The Senate version of the agricul
tural appropriation bill would permit the 
Department to continue this practice. The 
House version has the effect of prohibiting 
the sale of corn at less than the corn parity, 
and of wheat for feed at less than wheat 
parity. Such prohibition can have only one 
result; namely, a steady and probably rapid 
advance in corn prices and corresponding de
clines in feeding ratios and in livestock pro
duction. 
The taxpayer would pay several times as much 

under the House proposal as under the 
Senate proposal, but the farmer's income 
would be the same 

It is estimated that under the House bill 
costs to consumers of milk, meat, and eggs 
might go up as much as $1,000,000,000. 
Under the Senate bill the costs to consumers 
will tend to be held at the present levels. 
But the incomes of farmers will be the same 
under either bill. Maintenance of corn 
prices at the current level, or 85 percent of 
parity, will not reduce the income to corn 
growers. Any difference between parity prices 
for corn and the price at which c·orn sells 
on the market will be made up to them 
through parity payments, for which the 
pending agricultural appropriation bill car• 
ries authorization. Wheat growers are like
wise protected. 

If the Department is permitted to continue 
its current practice in the disposal of corn 
and wheat, the cost to the Treasury of making 
sure that grain growers recei"~e fair or parity 
prices would amount to perhaps $125,000,000 
to $150,000,000. Thus the Senate version of 
the bill gives farmers the same return as the 
House version, but the Senate version will 
cost the public only a fraction as much. Ad
ditionally the Senate version retards infla
tion; the House version promotes inflation. 
Higher food costs will threaten labOT's position 

The House measure has in it the seeds for 
prolonged controversy over labor. If food 
prices rise materially, wage earners will inevi-
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tably ask for wage increases to match the food 
costs. This in turn will bring further pres
sure to restrict labor's earnings, causing dis
unity at a time when unity is essential. 

There is no surplus of the livestock products 
this legislation would affect 

We do not have surpluses of meats, dairy, 
and poultry products. We need all of these 
that we can produce. 

Wheat may spoil tor lack of storage 

We do have large supplies of wheat and corn 
that can be turned into meat, milk, and eggs. 
As a matter of fact, the United States wheat 
supply for the coming season promises to be 
the greatest in our history, nearly a billion 
and one-half bushels. This is double a nor
mal supply. Our storehouses are already 
nearly full. Millions of bushels of wheat will 
be on the ground this fall for lack of storage. 
The House provisions would aggravate this 
situation by slowing up the consumption of 
this wheat for livestock feed. 

Our surplus wheat and corn can be used to 
produce the livestock and dairy and poultry 
products we need, but to do this prices of 
feed must not be so high as to discourage 
farmers from producing. 

The wheat and corn we have has been 
stored in our "ever-normal granary" for use in 
an emergency. The emergency is here. It is 
folly now to tie the Nation's bands so that we 
cannot make the best possible use of our feed 
reserves in the crisis against which we stored 
them up. 

Dairy farmers especially endangered 

Dairy farmers in the big milksheds would 
suffer especially from the effects of the House 
provisions. The prices they receive are set 
under various State and Federal marketing 
agreements and orders. Changing prices un
der these agreements is a lengthy process. 
Under the House version of the bill, the feed 
prices of dairymen would rise rapidly, but it 
might be a much longer time before their 
prices could be adjusted to meet these costs. 

If milk prices were maintained at present 
levels while feed costs went up sharply, many 
farmers would simply be forced out of pro
duction. Both-they and the consumers-
would lose in the process. 

The pres~nt situation is one of reasonable 
balance. It assures an incentive to full pro
duction. It protects farmer 's income. It 
stabilizes prices to consumers. This situation 
can be maintained under the Sen!lte version 
ot the appropriation bill. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Minne
sota [Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN]. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, here before us today we have 
this question: Are you for parity for the 
farmer or are you not? This bill calls 
for the possible sale of 125,000,000 bush
els of wheat at a price not below 85 per
Gent of corn parity. This means that 
the Government can sell wheat in the 
neighborhood of 50 cents a bushel under 
wheat parity. This amendment, unfor
tunately adopted by the Senate, means 
that every bushel of that wheat sold for 
feed gives the speculator in Chicago an 
opportunity to hold down the price of 
corn to 85 percent of its true value. 

You have all seen the market crumble 
lately due to this manipulation by the 
Senate. You have seen the price gradu
ally go down. It is not a question of the 
farm bloc against any - other bloc. I 
personally have vo.ted for every section 
of the country and am willing to give 
them all a square deal. This is simply 

the question, Do you want to give the 
farmer of the Nation the same square 
deal that everybody else is entitled to? 

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. ·Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois. · 

Mr. AR:e:NDS. I 'Yonder if the Mem
bers of the House know exactly the true 
market condition of corn today. Out in 
our district the corn price today is 74 
cents, and the parity price of corn is 95 
cents. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. In my dis
trict, next to the Dakota line, corn sells 
for 67 cents and 68 cents a bushel today. 
We have cold, wet weather. It appears 
as if we are not even going to make a 
profit on the farming throughout that 
large section of the country this year. 

Let us refuse to agree to the motion 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CocHRAN] and let us say to the 
farmer of the Nation that at least he is 
entitled to 100 percent of parity, 100 per
cent of a square deal, the same thing we 
want to give to each and every group in 
America. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I yield to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. MURRAY. If the powers that be 
are interested in the consumers, can the 
gentleman reconcile that interest with 
the fact that they let the price of pork, 
for example, be around 125 or 130 p~r
cent of parity-despite the fact that 
there is a law on the books under which 
Henderson any day he wants to can put 
on a ceiling of 110 percent of parity
and turn around and ask your neighbors 
to furnish the corn to feed the hogs at 
85 percent of parity? 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. That is 
unfair. 

Here is another point. We in our 
country pay 30 percent more for farm 
labor today, yet the price of corn on the 
farm today is exactly the same as it was 
last year. Is that fair? Are you through 
the acceptance of the sale of this 125,-
000,000 bushels of wheat going to keep 
corn below 85 percent of parity? 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 

m'inutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. HOPE]. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, I am fully 
in accord with all that has been said this 
afternoon upon the principle of main
taining parity prices for farm products. 
However, I believe that some who have 
spoken have misconstrued the effect 
which the adoption of the Senate amend
ment would have on prices. I think the 
whole matter has been much exagger
ated. 

In discussing a problem like this we · 
ought to be practical and realistic. · In 
the present instance we cannot shut our 
eyes to the fact that we will have on 
hand _when this present crop is harvested 
an estimated total of 1,440,000,000 bush
els of wheat in this country, whereas no 
one can figure out how we are going to 
consume more than 700,000,000 bushels 

. next year unless we feed a part of it. 

The only way we can feed wheat is to 
get the price down where it is competi
tive with other feed grains. 

So the only chance I see for us to get 
rid of this tremendous surplus of wheat, 
or even keep it from piling higher and 
higher, is for us to adopt the Senate 
amendment which will permit the sale 
of at least 125,000,000 bushels of wheat 
for livestoek feed at a price which will 
be competitive with corn and other feed 
grains. Then if we can sell a reasonable 
amount for alcohol, that will further as
sist in getting rid of this surplus. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman ·yield? 

Mr. HOPE. I am sorry I cannot yield 
just now. 

The statement has been made that this 
wheat may be needed sometime. This 
may be true, but we are in a situation 
now where the storage problem is a most 
serious one. Practically every bushel of 
commercial storage in this country is 
filled. Seventy-five or 80 percent of the 
wheat crop, the one that is about to be 
harvested, is going to have to be stored 
on the farms. Some of it will have to 
be stored under conditions which will 
result in deterioration and loss. So there 
is not much use in our trying to preserve 
and store this wheat on the theory that 
we are going to need it in 2 or 3 years 
to feed hungry people somewhere in the 
world, because if we store it under those 
conditions much of it will spoil before 
that time. We had better take it now, 
feed it to livestock, produce needed live
stock and dairy products and use them 
for ourselves and our allies in winning 
the war. After we use. all that can be 
consumed for feed and alcohol there will 
still be a large carryover if it can be 
safely stored for feeding hungry people. 
furthermore, Canada, Argentina, and 
Australia have large supplies available 
for that purpose. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOPE. Very briefly. 
Mr. O'CONNOR. I want to support 

what the gentleman is saying. The 
farmers in my section of the country are 
back of this Senate amendment. They 
want to be able to purchase this wheat 
for feed purposes: 
. Mr. HOPE. The farmers in my section 
are for it and I represent the largest 
wheat-growing· district in the United 
States. The wheat farmers of this coun
try, I think, are for the Senate amend-

, ment for the further reason they realize 
that unless we can get rid of some of this 
wheat for feed we are going to have to 
further reduce wheat acreage and cut 
the average wheat farmer down to where 
his acreage permitted for wheat will be 
so small it will not pay him to produce 
wheat. That is the situation we are up 
against. 

I realize there are Members here rep-
. resenting corn-growing areas; who take 

a different view of the situation, but I 
believe in the long run it is to the inter
est of all grain producers to get rid of 
this enormous_ surplus of-wheat because, 
unless we do, it is going to bog down the 
market for all grain products. 
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Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 

will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HOPE. I yield to the gentlewoman 

from Illinois. 
Miss SUMNER of Illinois. What is the 

gentleman's justification for cutting the 
grain price below parity in order to add 
to the profits of the industrial alcohol 
profiteers? 

Mr. HOPE. I do not believe that ques
tion is involved in this discussion. 

I now yield to the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. HINSHAW. What is the relative 
feeding value for livestock of wheat and 

· corn per bushel? 
Mr. HOPE. I think the relative value 

is about the same, but most feeders are 
accustomed to feeding corn and, con
sequently, if you are going to sell wheat 
for feed, ordinarily, it is necessary to sell 
,it at a little lower price than corn. 

Mr .. HINSHAW. Why not sell it at 
equal prices if they are of equal feeding 
value? 

Mr. HOPE. That is what this bill pro
poses. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I thought it was 85 
percent. 

Mr. HOPE. This bill provides that no 
Government-owned ~ern or wh~at shall 
be sold for less than 85 percent of price 
of corn. In other words, both corn and 
wheat may be sold at 85 percent of the 
parity price of corn. 

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, Will the 
gentleman yield? 
: Mr. HOPE. I yield. 
_ Mr. ARENDS. Following the gentle
man's line of reasoning, I suppose if we 
were to make permissible the selling of 
·125,000,000 bushels of wheat, then it will 
necessarily follow we will not produce 
that much corn, and we will have to keep 
on cutting down on the amount of corn 
acreage, 

Mr. HOPE. I do not believe we are 
going to have any great S';Irplus of ~ive: 
stock feed in this country If we contmue 
to carry out the food program that is 
now in effect. . 

Mr. Speaker, there has been some 
question raised as to the position of the 
farm organizations on this subject. As 
far as I kr..ow, only two of these organi
zations have expressed themselves on 
this amendment. These two organiza
tions are not in agreement. The Farm
ers' Union represents a large proportion 
'of the wheat producers of this country. 
It is for the Senate amendment. I ·sub
mit herewith as a part of my remarks a 
wire which I understand has been re
ceived by all Members of the Hot~se from 
that great organization: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., May 8, 1942. 
Today's votes on farm appropriation con

ference report place a great responsibility 
on you. What the House sows today the 
'Nation will reap next year. · House conferees 
are still recommending greatly reduced Farm 
~curity program. Such economy of dollars is 
no €Conomy of .manpower and land resources 
of our many underemployed low-income farm 
families. Farmers _in our organizations re
sent the attempt to dispossess many thou
sands of these famiiles by cutting off Farm 
Security Administration aid so that big com
mercial farm operators may have cheap labor. 

LXXXVIII-320 

We hope you will vote with the President 
and with the Senate in sustaining an ade
quate production-loan program through Farm 
Security Administration. We urge also the 
adoption of tenant-purchase funds at Senate 
figure. This program contributes to increased 
production also. We hope you will vote for 
the Senate proposal to increase the worth
while school-lunch program through reappro
priations totaling $45,000,000. This amount 
will still leave our underfed children far be
hind British children who are receiving our 
lend-lease food. Some Congressmen are 
worried lest granting authority to Commodity 
Credit to sell grain below full parity establish 
a precedent. We see no cause for alarm on 
the part of any section of farmers. Mainte
nance of farm prices in their present relation
ships is guaranteed by terms of Senate 
amendment. However, attempts to force up 
farm prices can bog down all our livestock 
feeding plans and do great harm to wheat 
and small-grain producers. We must move 
at least the amount of grain provided by Sen
ate if disaster is not to befall wheat pro
ducers. Otherwise much grain will not 
qualify for loans because of lack of · any 
storage space and wheat acreage will perforce 
be cut next fall. Agriculture's war contribu
tion depends in large part on turning down 
this conference report. The Nation will not 
soon forget any selfish efforts to restrict its 
vital food supply in wartime. The amount 
of food which will be lost if the House con
ferees are not voted down would · feed an 
army of approximately 3;000,000 men. We 
hope you will weigh these issues carefully 
before voting. 

Respectfully, 
JAMES G. PATTON, 

President, National Farmers Union. 
M. W. THATCHER, 

President, National Federation of 
· Grain Cooperatives. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 

minutes to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. TABER]. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I favor the 
motion of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CocHRAN], not because the admin
istration is for . it, but because it is the 
right thing to do and that is why I am 
asking the membership of this House to 
vote for it. 

Eighty-five percent of the corn crop of 
this Nation is disposed of or fed in the 
county of its origin. Eighty percent of 
it is fed on the farms where it originates. 
The price of corn is going to run to 
parity. The price of hogs is going to 
carry it there. There is not going to be 
any such thing as trouble in getting 
parity for corn. 

This matter of the price of wheat is a 
tremendously serious one. The wheat 
farmer has got to get his wheat out of 
storage. At the present time there is 
not even any storage where it can be put 
unless the Commodity Credit Corpora
tion goes to work and gets rid of this 
grain for feeding purpose·s for which 
there is a demand. In view of the tre
mendous demand for pork, in view of the 
tremendous demand for cattle, in vlew of 
the tremendous demand for dairy prod
ucts and poultry, we must not have· that 
wheat piled up, a continuing and ever 
pressing menace to the price of wheat. 
· Let us get rid of it while the chance is 
here· to get rid of it, and not fool around 
any· longer; "It is the right thing· to do. 

We can turn it into something now where 
it will be used. Let us turn not only all 
of the spoiled wheat but 125,000,000 
bushels of the other wheat into some
thing that can be used for the war effort. 
Let us support the war effort instead of 
imagining something that does not exist. 
Those people who are disturbed about the 
price of corn are needlessly disturbed. 
There can be no substantial sale of corn 
below the parity price, because the feed 
demand will put it there. It says that 

• no grain shall be sold for less than 85 
percent of the parity price for corn. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I cannot yield at this 
time. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. But 
corn is grain. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I yleld 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
GILCHRIST]. 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Speaker, I rep
resent a district in Iowa that raises more 
corn than any other district in the 
country. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILCHRIST. I do not want to 
yield. The purpose here is to make a 
market for wheat and to raise hell with 
the market for corn. There is no other 
explanation of it. We had disaster and 
bankruptcy in the corn-farming areas of 
our country after World War No.1 when 
we had to sell corn for 8 cents a bushel. 
We burned corn in our homes in order to 
keep warm, rather than sell it for 8 cents 
and then buy coal with the moriey. We 
burned corn in the courthouse in the 
county where I live. Foreclosures swept 
away the homes of our farm people. 
Since then there have been many at
tempts to help and many failures, and 
corn farmers remained in submergence 
and economic loss and failures. We had 
the McNary-Haugen proposition, but it 
was twice vetoed by President Coolidge. 
Then we tried the Farm Board ideas of 
the Hoover administration, but this was 
worse than useless, because its final re
sult was to give $500,000,000 to grain 
speculators and nothing to farmers. We 
then passed the processing tax bill, but 
this was held to be unconstitutional and 
void by the Supreme Court in 1936. We 
now have the A. A. A. program under 
which we warehouse grain on the farm 
and under which farmers get parity pay
ments and conservation allowances. 
Now the present proposal seeks to do 
away with the parity principle for which 
we have been fighting all of these years. 
We have told the farmer that he ought 
to have parity. DQes anyone believe 
that he ought to be placed below parity 
or to be on a level less than parity with 
other people, or that farmers in · Iowa 
should be lower and not on a par with 
the people of Massachusetts or of Kansas. 
or that the corn farmer is not entitled to 
as fair treatment as the wheat farmer? 
Shall such a disparity be enacted ·into 
law by this vote? Shall Congress· by law 
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kick one farmer down and raise the other 
up by this vote? 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILCHRIST. I do not think I 
will yield to the gentleman. He fully 
agrees with me, but I cannot yield for 
lack of time. 

The parity principle is the thing that 
we have taught, that we believe in, that 
we have prayed for, that has been 
promised, but this motion simply pro
vides that wheat shall come into the corn 
areas -and be sold for prices away below 
the corn parity price and thus put corn 
off of the market. I do not object to the 
language that was in the bill as it passed 
the House several weeks ago. That was 
fair language, but now they say that the 
parity principle shall be done away with, 
and that wheat be sold for feed and that 
the corn people be forgotten. If this 
bill passes there will be no commercial 
price for corn, because the price will be 
exactly that which the Secretary of 
Agriculture happens to want it to be. 
He made a speech at Atlanta on Feb
ruary 28 and said at that time that he 
could sell pool wheat and other com
modities at prices below parity, and corn 
went down the. next day 5 cents a bushel 
in the Chicago market. That is what 
the Secretary of Agriculture might again 
do to you if this motion passes. How
ever, I hold him in respect, but I know 
that this is unfair class legi~lation of a 
vicious type. It will not reduce feed sur
pluses, as now claimed, because every 
bushel of wheat sold for feed will dis
place other feeds and leave surpluses 
exactly as before. That argument is 
spurious. You have no right to rob Peter 
in order to pay Paul. 

I know what the cattle barons of the 
West want. They want cheap feed and 
to force down corn prices, but they have 
no regard for the tenant farmers or the 
farmers on the ordinary farm homes 
and lands throughout the country. They 
seem to think that these farmers should 
be mendicants and live on the alms that 
Congress might vote as parity payments 
to them. These parity appropriations 
will cease some daY. We nearly lost the 
parity appropriation 4 years ago. 
Farmers would Eke to sell their products 
for good prices and for parity prices, and 
for cost of production or profit prices 
without regimentation, and in the open .. 
markets. And if this motion carries, 
then parity as a principle is lost, and it 
is lost forever. Outside of the war effort, 
we have no more momentous question 
before Congress. I cannot make a full 
statement in the 3 minutes given to me 
but thank the chairman for a chance to 
say this much. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 
[Mr. PIERCE]. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I am a 
farmer, living on my farm, and I have 
raised in my time 2,000,000 bushels of 
wheat. I sold it as low as 18 cents a 
bushel and as high as $2.50 a bushel. We 
are faced with a serious condition in the 
wheat world. If we do not harvest a 
single bushel of wheat this year, on the 
1st of October we will have an ordinary 
carry-over. We have to do something 

about it. Our foreign m~rkets are en
tirely gone. The Government gives us 
85 percent of parity on a loan. The 
farmers take advantage of that and sell 
their wheat to the Government. The 
Government today has millions of 
bushels on hand. If wheat is used for 
feed, it must compete with the price of 
corn. It must be sold for 85 percent of 
the parity price of corn. It has about 
the same value as corn for feeding. I 
have fed thousands of bushels of it, and 
I know something about it. It is in the 
interest of the wheat farmer, as well as 
of the livestock producers, to allow the 
Government to dispose of these millions 
of surplus bushels. 

The world today has a 3-year supply 
on hand. There is now no market for 
it. Allow the Government to dispose 
of this at the parity price for corn. I 
saw my section go broke from end to 
end on 25-cent wheat. If the control 
of the Government should be removed 
from the price of wheat today, it would 
not be worth 25 cents a bushel. You 
could not sell it. Nobody would dare put 
any money into it. There is no ware
house room for it. There is a tremendous 
supply. 

Now, let us consider this matter from 
the point of view of the stockmen. We 
are going to need greatly increased pro
duction of livestock in the United States 
if we are going to be able to furnish our 
own people with their average amount of 
meat and at the same time furnish our 
Allies with a substantial amount. 

Livestock production can only be in
creased when the ratio of livestock prices 
to feed grains is favorable. At the pres
ent time we have a fair supply of feed 
grains, but a very large increase of live
stock is on the way, and to bring this 
livestock to maturity will take a larger 
amount of grain than is or will be avail
able. 

To make up for the shortage in feed 
grain it is extremely desirable that wheat 
be made available to livestock feeders at 
a price comparable to cor.n. We have a 
very large surplus of wheat. If this can 
be made available to livestock feeders at 
prices about equal to corn at 85 percent 
of parity, most feeders would turn to 
wheat whenever their feed supply of corn 
or other grains ran short. 

This 125,000,000 bushels, which we ask 
the privilege of selling, is the product of 
about 10,000,000 acres. A few years ago 
we had 80,000,000 acres in wheat. This 
year we have 55,000,000 acres. If we can
not dispose of the surplus, we may ex
pect the wheat acreage to be cut one
third. The total allowance is already 
greatly reduced and the wheat farmer 
now ·faces legislation for a further 
cut. 

The Senate Appropriations Committee 
approved a provision that would enable 
the Commodity Credit Corporation to sell 
not more than 125,000,000 bushels of 
wheat to livestock feeders at prices not 
lower than 85 percent of parity for corn. 
If we are to obtain maximum livestock 
production, it is extremely important 
that the House conferees accept this pro
vision. 

Vote for the Cochran amendment. 
[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 8 
minutes to -the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. DIRKSEN]. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, first let 
me observe that I share with our majority 
leader the belief that this should not be 
couched on sectional grounds. As a mat .. : 
ter of fact, there is involved the prin .. 
ciple, there is involved the faith, there is 
involved the whole question of the gen
eral welfare. How singular it is that in 
the _page precedil}g tile p~ge on which 
these amendments appear we wrote into 
this bill before it left the House this 
language: · 

The Under Secretary is authorized and dt .. 
rected to make such additional commitments 
or incur such additional obligations as may 
be necessary in order to provide for full 
parity payments. 

That is the language of the bill as 
passed by both the House and the Senate. 
You will find it recorded on page 78. Now 
we propose, by considering a motion to 
concur in the Senate amendment, to 
torpedo the principle which has been 
assured to the rice farmer, the tobacco 
farmer, the cotton farmer, the corn 
farmer, the wheat farmer ever since 1933. 
Are you going to run out on them? May
be you will. I do not propose to do so 
today. 

Let me observe also, and m-eaning no 
effrontery whatsoever, that· it is rather 
regrettable that this amendment has not 
been carefully read. What does it say? 
Flrst, let us look at it in terms of what 
we wrote in on the House side. We pro
vided that sales could be made below par .. 
ity on four different bases. ·The first one 
was if a sale was exclusively for relief~ 
Secondly, a sale could be made below 
parity if it was deteriorated grain, for 
feed. Third, you could sell below parity 
if it was deteriorated grain, for alcohol; 
finally, if it was normal grain which was 
being used for seed. 

Now comes the Senate with its Ian .. 
guage, and let us examine what it will do, 
beCfl.USe there is much misapprehension 
today. Here is what the Senate language 
will do: Any kind of grain can be sold 
for less than parity if it is for relief. 
That is identic with the House language. 

Secondly, if it is deteriorated grain and 
is sold for feed or for alcohol. 

Third, if it is any grain-any grain, 
corn, or wheat, except there is a limita
tion that when you sell wheat for that 
you are limited to 125,000,000 bushels 
and the price must be not less than 85 
percent of corn parity. Is it not para
doxical, is it not ridiculous that the same 
farmer can take a wagon over here and 
put his wheat into a loan and get $1.15 
as a loan from the Federal Government, 
and take another wagon and buy some of 
this same wheat for grain at 80 cents a 
bushel? You had better read the lan
guage. You are going to torpedo the 
farmers; and I will say to the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. HoPE], not only the 
corn farmers but the wheat farmers as 
well. Read the limitation. It says "not 
more than 125,000,000 bushels," for what? 
For feeding -purposes. They are mixing 
corn and wheat in proportions of 50-50 
for alcohol. We are charged with the 
production of 575,000,000 gallons of high
proof alcohol for the dehydration of 
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powder. It takes a half a pound of alco
hol to dehydrate a pound of smokeless 
or TNT powder. They will use corn. 
They will use wheat below parity because 
the limitation of 125,000,000 bushels ap
plies only to feed wheat. 

What is going to happen to our corn 
farmers? Our distilleries are not manu· 
facturing gin and whiskey toda.y. They 
are going to start producing for Uncle 
Sam. 

Mr. Jones appeared before the Gillette 
Committee and said, "We allocated 200,· 
000 tons of rubber out of a program of 
1,000,000 tons to grain alcohol." It will 
take an awful lot of alcohol, and all of 
it, under the provisions of this bill, can 
be sold for any price that you can get for 
corn and wheat. What is going to hap· 
pen to the farmers' market? Butyl alco· 
hoi, acetone, ethyl alcohol, and rubber 
are all exempted in the Senate language. 
That will include not only wheat from 
Kansas and Oklahoma, but it will include 
corn as well, and your market will be 
gone, and nothing can stop it. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 
Mr. HOPE. Is it not a fact that for 

the last 3 years the price of both COlJl 
and wheat has not been made on the 
open market, but solely by means of Gov· 
ernment loans, and is it not further the 
fact that those sales will not ih any way 
affect the Government loan price? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. The only way you 
can get a market price on corn is corn 
that goes into industry; the Corn Prod
ucts Refining Co. and the distilleries. 
That is all that establishes the market 
price unless you have a loan. But look 
at what this language says: 

.Provided further, That not more than 
125,000,000 bushels of wheat may be sold for 
feeding purposes. 

That is the language. Does it say 
anything about any industrial use? 
Does it say anything about use for any 
other purpose for less than the other 
limitation which is 85 percent of the 
parity price of corn? If they are equiv
alent in food value, as the gentleman 
from Oregon has indicated, why should 
you want to sell wheat for 85 percent of 

·corn parity and penalize the corn farm-
ers of the country? 

Mr. PIERCE. Because you have such 
a tremendous surplus of wheat and you 
have not of corn. We just want to get 
into your feed yard awhile. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. We wlll take a loss 
anyway, but if you follow this language 
of the motion on the desk today you are 
going to torpedo the whole agriculture
adjustment program; that is what you 
are going to do. 

Mr. PIERCE. The gentleman knows as 
well as I do that it is a fixed price, a legis
lated price; we have abolished and sus
pended the law of supply and demand on 
wheat, cotton, and corn. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 
Mr. FULMER. The pitiful thing is that 

it is all in the name of the farmer when 
as a matter of fact the profit is going to 
the manufacturer of mixed feed and the 

manufacturer of alcohol at the expense 
of the consumers in the last analysis. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I may ~ay to the gen
tleman from South Carolina that under 
the Senate language 125,000,000 bushels 
of wheat may be used for feed at a price 
which is below parity. The grain that 
will go into the production of 200,000 tons 
of rubber will be sold without regard for 
parity; whatever goes into relief will go 
without regard to parity; whatever goes 
into powder-600,000,000 gallons of alco
hol, which means 250,000,000 bushels of 
grain-will be without regard for parity. 
What will happen to the farmer? 

Mr. COFFEE of Nebraska. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 
Mr. · COFFEE of Nebraska. Has the 

gentleman given any consideration to the 
fact that Henderson has placed a price 
ceiling on cattle and now is about to 
amend that order by lowering it to the 
extent of possibly 75 cents a hundred 
pounds? This means it will be impossible 
for corn feeders to receive parity for the 
corn if Henderson is going to insist on 
breaking the price ceiling. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Let us not be in the 
ridiculous position appearing on page 78, 
"full parity," but on page 80 saying, "Dis
regard parity." 

Mr. TARVER. I yield the remainder 
of my time to the gentleman from Mis
souri [Mr. CANNON]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Missouri is recognized for 8 minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, let us not approach this prop· 
osition under any misapprehension. Of 
all the votes cast in this session of Con
gress none is more significant or so far 
reaching in consequences and future im
plications. And of all the votes cast in 
this Congress, from the day it convened 
until now, there is none of deeper politi
cal import than the vote you are about to 
cast on this amendment. 

We have heard a great deal of surmise 
as to who favors the amendment. But 
there can be no doubt about who is 
against it. 

Every member of the conference com
mittee representing the House on both 
sides of the aisle, comprising the· entire 
subcommittee on agricultural appropria· 
tions, after a study of the question cover
ing months, after taking testimony from 
all departmental representatives, and 
after hearing from the farmers and the 
country, are unanimously against it. 
Every farm organization in the United 
States is against it. As difficult as it is 
to get unanimity of action on the part of 
groups from all sections of the country, 
they are a unit on this question. 

The National Grange, the Council of 
Farm Cooperatives, the American Farm 
Bureau Federation, the Farmers' Union, 

· the Missouri Farmers Association, all 
present a united front against this insid
ious effort to submarine the principle of 
parity with which the farmer's one hope 
of bare remuneration for his indispen
sable part in the war program is inextri
cably linked-every farm organization in 
the United States is against this amend· 
ment. Every farm journal, every farm 
paper in the United States which has 

carried a statement on the subject is 
against it because they know the devas
tating effect such a law ,would have on 
the individual farmer, on American agri
culture, and on the economics of the 
Nation as a who::.e. 

And who is for the amendment? Why, 
you have had the opportunity to observe 
for yourself here this afternoon. My 
friend, for whom I have the warmest 
regard, the gentleman from Massachu
setts, the majority leader, tells us frankly. 
that he has not a farm in his district. 
My good friend from Missouri, one of 
the most lovable men in the House, JAcK 
CocHRAN, has not got a farm in his 
district. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Oh, yes; he has. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Oh, yes. I 

overlooked the county poor farm. And 
my colleague on the committee, the able 
and distinguished gentleman from New 
York [Mr. TABER], who so ardently cham· 
pions the amendment-what is his nor
mal attitude toward farm legislation? 
Never in his life, never in his entire serv· 
ice in this Congress has he supported 
parity payments or any other measure to 
insure farm parity, never has he voted 
for any proposal to increase the price of 
farm products. It would be an amazing 
reversal of form if he should at this late 
date take any other position. He is sound 
on most questions, he has rendered in
valuable service in preparation for the 
war and in the prosecution of the war, 
but he belongs to that school of thought 
which wants to fight the war at the farm
ers' expense while everybody else revels 
in the highest wages and highest profits 
the world ever saw. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield for one question? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. l deeply 
regret that my time is so limited. I hope 
the gentleman will excuse me. 

Much has been made of the statement 
that the different branches of agricul
ture should stick together-that they 
have a common cause in their opposition 
to this amendment. The wisdom of such 
a course is self-evident. Those who are 
endeavoring to take the farmer's wheat 
from him without consulting him on the 
price have sedulously endeavored to leave· 
the impression with the producers of 
other farm products that this legislation 
will affect wheat prices only-that the 
price of other agricultural commodities 
will not be affected. The course of the 
markets belie such conclusions in a 
remarkable manner. The prices of all 
farm products have been slowly ad
vancing as parity advanced in response 
to the precipitous rise of all factors on 
which computations of parity are based. 
But following the drafting of this amend
ment the price of all farm products 
dropped uniformly in sympathy with the 
drop in the price of wheat. Here is a 
market report from the Journal of Com
merce of June 9: 

GRAIN QUOTATIONS CONTINUE DECLINE 

Wheat tumbled more than 2 cents, rye 
more than 3 cents, and soybeans 3 and 3% 
cents. 

Wheat came within about 1 cent of the 8 
months lows posted last week. July oats 
equaled last week's 1942 low, some soybean 
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futures were at new bottom figures for the 
season, and all rye contracts hit lows not 
quoted here since November. 
NEW LOWS REACHED IN COTTON FUTURES-

WEEK'S LOSSES $6 A BALE 

Prices reached new lows since early Janu
ary, with the July and October positions sell
ing well below 18 cents. Since a week ago 
Monday the market has declined 119 to 125 
points. 

The prices of farm products are so re
lated that when you vote to depress the 
price of one you vote to eventually wreck 
the price of every farm commodity 
grown. 

Mr. Speaker, although the farmer is 
doing more to win this war than any 
other worker in America, agriculture has 
received less legislative consideration 
than any other industry in the land. 
Congress has voted wages, prices, profits, 
and income for every other group. We 
gave the railroads the Transportation 
Act guaranteeing them returns on wa
tered stock. We gave labor the wages
and-hours law and the National Labor 
Relations Board, and· placed a floor un
der wages and a ceiling over hours. We 
·gave the industry a law guaranteeing 
both wages for their labor and profits for 
their investors. We stabilized the oil 
industry with the hot-oil bill. And the 
farm Congressmen voted for all of them, 
because the farmer believes in fair wages 
and fair prices and a decent standard of 
living . . 

But when the farmer asked for his turn 
at the legislative mill to enable him to 
pay the increased costs of living and pro
duction imposed by the laws enacted for 
other groups, he was shouldered aside. 
The only response to his importunities for 
enough to pay for his shipping costs, his 
labor products, his coal, oil, and gas for 
his tractor and other items artificially 
priced by law, was the grudging grant of 
bare parity where others were receiving 
as much as three and a half times parity. · 
And now it is proposed by this amend
ment to take away from him even the 
hard-won principle of parity. 

And here let me disabuse the minds of 
many who are constantly making the 
statement that the basic period of parity 
was the period in which farmers received 
high prices. The period of 1909-14 was 
a period of inadequate farm prices. No 
farmer was able to make a competence 
in those years. If he made ends meet and 
held onto his farm in those years the 
steady increment in the price of land 

. permitted him to retire in his old age. 
But it was not on his earnings. It was on 
the gradual increase in the value of his 
land. The period of high farm prices 

· was in 1919 and 1920 and again in 1929. 
Prices were two or three times higher in 
those years than during the basic period 
of parity. 

But what is the specific proposition 
embodied in this amendment? It is a 
proposition to take away from men the 
products of their labor without consult
.ing them as to the price. ·n is Govern
ment confiscation in that they are al
lowed no voice whatever in dictating the 
terms under which their property is se
questered. It is a proposition to fix the 
wages of labor because the price of agri
cultural products is the farmer's wage. 
They propose to send men out into the 

field to labor all long days at a wage 
which is fixed by law. The law says how 
much he shall get for his labor and the 
farmer gets that much and no more, re
gardless of the fact that every other wage 
earner negotiates his pay. There is no 
other class in America subject to such 
arbitrary impressment. American labor 
universally has the right of collective 
bargaining, and no one has made a 
stronger fight for labor's right to col
lective bargaining than I have. 

It is an old fallacy. It goes back to 
medievalism. They tried that back in 
the ill-starred reign of Richard the Sec
ond. In the year 1350 Parliament passed 
a law in which they fiXed the price the 
farms, and the farmers alone, should re
ceive for their products and the wage the 
farms and the farmers alone should re
ceive for labor. 

And now this amendment proposes to 
go back 600 years and try it all over again. 
It did not work then and it will not work 
now. The farmer will make any sacri
fice anybody else will make, but he re
fuses to be made the exception. The 
farmers of 1776 protested the fixing of 
taxes Without representation and the 
farmers of 1942 will protest just as vig
orously the fixing of wages and prices 
without representation. There was a day 
when the farmers, isolated and unor
ganized, knew little of the factors af
fecting their economy. But today, thanks 
to radio and the press, the people of the 
agricultural sections of the country are 
as well informed as anybody and at last 
they are organizing. And you may ex
pect to hear from them in no uncertain 
terms when the news of today's proceed
ing is broadcast from this floor. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the motion of
fered by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CocHRAN] may be again reported. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Geor
gia [Mr. TARVER]? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the Cochran motion. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN]. 

The question was taken, and the 
Speaker announced that the nays had it. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for 

a division. 
The question was taken; and on the di

vision (demanded by Mr. TARVER) there 
were-yeas 57, noes 125. 

So the motion was rejected. 
The SPEAKER. The question recurs 

on the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. TARVER]. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that amendments 87 
and 88, which involve the same matter, 
be considered together. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Geor
gia [Mr. TARVER]? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 87: Page 82, strtke out 

lines 3 to 11, inclusive. 
Amendment No. 88: Page 82, after line 11, 

insert the following: "To enable the Secre· 
tary of Agriculture to further carry out the 
provisions of section 32, as amended, of the 
act entitled 'An act to amend the Agricul· 
tural Adjustment Act, and for other pur
poses,' approved August 24, 1935, and sub· 
ject to all provisions of law relating to the 
expenditure of funds ·appropriated by such 
section, there is hereby reappropriated for 
the fiscal year 1943 the unobligated balances 
of the funds made available for the purposes 
of such section 32 for the fiscal years 1941 
and 1942. Such sums shall be in addition 
to, and not in substitution for, other appro
priations made by such section or for the 
purposes of such section." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede from its disagree
ment to Senate amendments numbered 
87 and 88 and concur therein. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 90: On page 84_, 

line 19, strike out "$1,250,000" and insert 
"$2,000,000." . 

• Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that Senate amend
ments numbered 90 and 91 be considered 
together, since they involve the same 
subject matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the Senate amendment numbered 
91. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 91: On page 84, 

line 22, strike out "$25,000,000" and insert 
"$40,000,000." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede from its disagree
ment to Senate amendments numbered 
90 and 91 and concur therein. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 10 
minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, the House Committee on 
Appropriations reported this bill to the 
House with provision for making avail
able by loan $45,000,000 for the farm
tenant land purcha.se program. This 
amount was $5,000,000 in excess of the 
Budget estimate. The House later in the 
consideration of the bill on the floor re
duced the amount of the proposed loan 
program to $25,000,000. The Senate has 
restored the amount to $40,000,000, 
which is exactly the Budget estimate. 

In the fund provided for the adminis
tration of these loan funds, the Senate 
figure of $2,000,000, in which in the mo
tion I have made I have asked the House 
to concur, is $500,000 under the Budget 
estimate. Therefore, if you should 
agree to the motion I have submitted, 
the net result would be that the money 
made available for this program would 
be $500,000 less than the Budget esti
mate. 

I do not want at this late hour of the 
day to enter into a detailed discussion 
of the farm-tenant land-purchase pro
gram, because we have discussed it here 
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so many times that it is unlikely that 
any Member, certainly not I, would be 
able to add anything to the store of 
knowledge the House niay have on that 
subject. 

This is a program which is paying for 
itself. It is a program where the per
centage of repayments of current lia
bilities of borrowers is in excess of 99 per
cent, a much higher percentage than the 
percentage of repayments of loans made 
by the Reconstruction Finance Corpo
ration to business in this country. 

When the overpayments or prepay-
. ments are taken into consideration the 
amount which has been repaid is, as I 
recall it, approximately, 120 percent of 
the obligations which have become due. 
It is · not a program which is as wide
spread as some of us would like to have 
it because of the comparatively small 
amount of money involved, but it cer
tainly has accomplished a great deal in 
aid of a class of people in this country 
who are urgently in need of assistance 
and it is not costing the Government of 
the United States anything like as much 
as the Government is suffering in finan
cial loss in the extension of aid to the 
business interests of the country through 
the instrumentality of the Reconstruc
tion Flnance Corporation. 
. I do not care to discuss the matter at 

any greater length. The authorization 
for this program is $50,000,000. The 
Senate has provided only the amount of 
the Budget estimate which is $5,000,000 
below the amount which was approved 
by the Appropriations Committee in the 
House and I certainly hope there can be 
a settlement of the issue here involved 
for this session of the Congress at least 
by receding and concurring in the Sen
ate amendments. 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle
man from Texas. 

Mr. POAGE. I wonder if the gentle
man would not make it plain that this 
does not involve an appropriation of 
money to be paid out to. somebody, but 
this is loaned for the purpose of buying 
these farms and the Government has 
been getting the money back. 

Mr. TARVER. I think the House un
derstands that that is the situation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. LAMBERT
SON]. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, 
first I am a little amused that my chair
man of the subcommittee should ask to 
have all the rules and precedents of the 
past set aside. Here in the House and 
in every committee when a motion is only 
tied, it is always defeated and that ought 
to hold good even when it gets down to 
where it is hot. 

If there is any argument for setting 
anything aside in these war times, it is 
for setting aside the land-purchase-ten
ant program. It has nothing to do with 
the emergency, nothing to do with de
fense. It is entirely outside of that. 
Here we are buying small farms or large 
farms for farmers. This is a bad time to 
buy farms. There is a little inflation in 
land values now and it is a poor idea for 

anybody to buy a farm who expects to 
farm in the future, because when this 
war is over we know they are going to 
be cheaper. 

Another thing involved is that labor is 
in demand on the farms. Buy a farm 
or furnish the money for a tenant to buy 
a farm in a period of depression and it is 
easy to help him. He is occupied on his 
own farm, but today he can get a job, and 
it is just as dignified to be an honorable 
hired man and to support your family 
that way as to be a poor landowner and 
owe the Government and everybody else. 
He can get a job on the farm, he can get 
a job any place today, and it is just like 
the W. P. A., or it is just like the C. C. C. 
They were. to provide for unemployment 
and they were organized during the de
pression. This is less justified than the 
C. C. C. because they rendered some pub
lic service, as did also the W. P. A. Yet 
we have cut them in two or cut one out 
entirely and another in two. Land ten
ancy has nothing that would dovetail in 

·with defense or with the emergency, 
nothing at all. Every argument and 
every reason is against buying these 
farpLS and putting these fellows to farm-

. ing when the Government can use them 
all in the emergency for absolutely other 
things. 

Mr. SOUTH. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. I yield. 
Mr. SOUTH. I do not understand the 

gentleman's statement that this is a re
lief measure. The gentleman knows, 
does he not, these tenant farmers are 
paying back this money and paying in
terest on it? How is that a relief meas
ure? 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. It is in the same 
category as the relief measures. It is 
to help people along by providing Gov
ernment aid in loans. That was done 
when we were down in a depression, but 
there is less justification for this be
cause this is a poor time to get them in 
debt. They can find good jobs other
wise, and in my country, as I have said 
before, it has always been just as digni
fied to be a hired man as to be an owing 
tenant. All of our good farmers today 
have been hired men, or half of them at 
least, in the years gone by. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Yes. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentle

man tell us about when the Budget made 
up these figures that the chairman has 
referred to? He puts great emphasis on 
the fact that the figures here presented 
are in conformance with the l3udget. 

. When were those Budget figures made 
up? 

M.r. LAMBERTSON. I think the most 
of them were made up last fall. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. In other words, 
they were made before Pearl Harbor? 

Mr. LAMBERTSON.· Yes. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Before we declared 

war? 
Mr. LAMBERTSON: That is right. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Before we got into 

this trouble, this terrible catastrophe 
that is world-wide? 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Yes. 

· lVIr. CRAWFORD. And if there is 
anything we can do constructively to 
help the war effort, it is to eliminate 
some of these things which add to infla
tion, about which the whole country is 
burning up today. I agree with the 
gentleman. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. I thank the gen
tleman for his contribution. It is fine. 
I challenge anybody to present anything 
' that we could more beneficially get rid 
of during this emergency than this farm 
tenancy program. If anyone knows of 
anything that could be more effectively 
submerged in this emergency, I challenge 
him to mention it. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Yes. 
. Mr. HULL. I suggest possibly the 
$65,000,000 loan made to the Argentine 
farmers. That might be eliminated. 

The SPEA!{ER pro tempore. The time 
of the gentleman from Kansas has ex-
pired. • 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 . 
minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. TERRY]. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I . rise to 
speak in favor of the adoption of the mo
tion of the chairman of the subcommittee 
to recede and concur in the Senate 

. amendments. This tenant farm pur
chase program was debated very thor
oughly in the House several years · ago, 
and we adopted the principle of making 
annual appropriations to assist in this 
program. We afterwa'rd changed from 
appropriating funds for the purpose to 
authorizing loans from the R. F. C. We 
have legislative authorization for $50,-
000,000. This authorization for loans is 
$10,000,000 under that, or $40,000,000. 
The gentleman from Kansas EMr. LAM
BERTSON], who preceded me, said that this 
program is like theW. P. A., or other re
lief programs. This is essentially not a 
relief program. It is one to further the 
aspirations of the poorer class of f-armers 
of our country, to offer them a chance of 
becoming the owners of their own farms. 
That is the American ideal, and this bill 
is in furtherance of the American ideal, 
so that every man may be given the op
portunity to own land in his own right. 

Secretary Wickard is asking the farm
ers of the country to assist in the food
for-victory program. It is recognized 
that the larger farms of the country are 
producing probably up to their limit, and 
that the increase in production will come 

· from the small farms of the country. 
Therefore, this program will assist in the 
food-for-victory program. This is ·a 
most democratic program. The tenants 
who are considered for the purchase of 
these farms are carefully looked over by 
local committees of farmers, as you prob
ably know. These are not grants handed 
out from Washington but are loans made 
by the R. F. C. to these farmers. They 
are paid back over a period of 40 years, 
with an interest rate of 3 percent. As 
was told you when this bill was before 
the House in March, these loans have 
been repaid 99 percent. That was em
phasized by the distinguished chairman 
of this subcommittee Certainly, when 
the record is examined and it is found 
that these loans are repaid 99 percent 
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and when the tenants are selected by 
local committees, and when the program 
has been endorsed by this Congress by 
aue legislation, it seems to me that we 
should go ahead and should not curtail 
the program that brings to every farmer 
in this country the hope that ultimately 
he may aspire to be an owner of his own 
land. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-, 
tleman from Arkansas has expired. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Dlinois 
[Mr. DIRKSEN]. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, let us 
find out what we are going to do. When 
this matter of farm-tenant loans was 
before the House before, it carried an 
administrative item for salaries, ex
penses, traveling, and so forth, of $2,- · 
500,000. I offered an amendment to re
duce· it to $1,250,000. We came in with 
an item for the farm-tenant purchases 
of $40,000,000. That was reduced to 
$25,000,000, the House cutting out 
$15,000,000. Now, the action of the gen
tleman from Georgia [Mr. TARVER] pro
poses to concur in the Senate amend
ment which would restore $750,000 of 
the administrative item for personnel, 
salaries, expenses, supplies, and so forth, 
and would restore $15,000,000 that has 
been deleted by the House for farm-

. tenant purchase loans. My motion is 
that we ought to stand by the original 
action of the House for many reasons. 
In the first place, the figures submitted 
to the committee at the time would in
dicate that if you are going to buy a 
farm for everybody who wanted a farm 
·and was in need, it would take 250 years, 
simply because more people are go.ing 
into tenancy, and you will never quite 
catch up. If it is a 250-year program, 
certainly we can afford to suspend a par-

. tion of it for a while at a time when land 
values are going up. 

The Secretary testified before our com
mittee that land values had appreciated 
from 5 to 13 percent in different sections 
of the country. Are we going to carry 
on this program with more money to buy 
farms where values have appreciated and 
gone up, when in the post-war period we 
may take another loss? It seems to me 
we should hold this down to the bare 
minimum for a while. 

They have had $175,000,000 altogether 
for tqis purpose in the form of R. F. C. 
loans and direct appropriations. They 
have purchased close to 24,000 farms. 
Let us look at the farm credit situation. 
I have stated before that of the 3,600 
farm associations, over 2,000 of them 
today are delinquent. They cannot 
make loans. What is the reason for it? 
It simply means that you have got a bad 
situation in farm credit, and you are 
going to throw good money after bad. 
Most of these loans are maturing at the 
present time. Let a few more years of 
experience pile up and then see what the 
situation will be. That is when we will 
come to grips with this real problem. 

Oh, they say this is R. F. C. money. Is 
it not strange that every time Mr. Jesse 
Jones runs out of money or runs out of 
the limit of borrowing or issuing deben
tures he comes over to Mr. STEAGALL's 
committee and says, ''I need a larger 

allowance for the issuance of · notes, 
bonds, and debentures. I need more 
money with which to operate." So ulti
mately it gets back to the people, · and if 
there are any losses they have to be 
absorbed out of the Federal Treasury. 

Finally, there is enough money in the 
bill now with which to make 4,500 farm
tenant loans in 1943. Certainly in a 
crucial period like this the making of 
4,500 loans, and a slight diminution of 
this program, would be ample for all 
purposes. 

So I respectfully submit, in deference 
to the position that we have taken before 
and in deference to the fact that the con
ferees were split 4 and 4, the motion of 
the gentleman from Georgia should be 
voted down. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 

minutes to the gentleman from Mis
souri [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak
er, I shall only take a minute for the 
reason that this question was fully de
bated in the House when the bill was 
passed, and this identical question de- . 
cided by an overwhelming vote. 

It is not merely that this plan does 
not solve the question of tenancy, because 
tenancy has increased steadily all the 
time it has been in effect, but even if it 
were effective, the proposition involves a 
none~es(:mtial expenditure. It is the pre
dominant conviction of this House and 
certainly the predominant conviction of 
the country that for the present we 
should eliminate all nonessential ex
penditures; that we should devote every 
resource in this time of national peril 
to winning the war. This appropriation 
will not help to win the war. It. offers 
no contribution to the national military 
program. It is a nonessential expendi
ture. It can wait until after the armis
tice. Let us win the war and then take 
up these minor domestic problems. I 
submit that we should again, as we did 
the last time the question was before the 
House, decisively reject this proposition 
to spend $42,000,000 in nonessential 
philanthropy. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Spea&er, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. SOUTH] .. 

Mr. SOUTH. Mr. Speaker, I think 
we should look very carefully into this 
matter before we vote against the rna-· 
tiou of the 'gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
TARVERJ. In the first place, we are talk
ing about cutting down expenditures and 
saving money, yet we are. undertaking it 
in a manner that would do neither. The 
$15,000,000 involved in the amendment 
is money that will be loaned to the farm-: 
ers at 3 percent interest. Will it be paid 
back? We can only look at the history 
of the program to determine that. The 
history of the program justifies us in be
lieving that it will all be repaid. 

To my way of thinking, there is more 
involved here than a few million dollars. 
Throughout the world today the men who 
are fighting for their various homelands 
are fighting pretty much in proportion 
as the people in those countries own the 
homes for which they are fighting. In 
other words, a man becomes a better 
citizen; ~e becomes a more loyal citizen; 

be-becomes a ·better soldier during a time 
of crisis if he owns his home. He has 
more to fight for. For instance, today 
in Russia the Russian peasant is fighting 
as few men have ever fought before in 
the history of the world, because he loves 
the soil and is a part of the soil, and he 
will pay any price, even to that of his 
life, to defend it from an invading foe. 

I certainly do not say that the out
come of this war, so far as America is 
concerned, depends upon the Tarver 
amendment, but I should like to point out 
to you that there is something of value 
involved in this thing. You cannot com
pare it with N.Y. A., C. C. C., or W. P. A. 
There is no comparison, so far as our 
public debt is concerned. The money 
this Congress appropriated a few days 
ago for N. Y. A. is money that will not 
be repaid. I am not criticizing that, but 
I do say to you that the money involved 
in this amendment is money that will be 
lent to the various deserving farmers of 
this country for the purpose of acquiring 
homes and that every dollar of it will be 
paid back with 3 percent interest. The 
only way it can be an expense to. the 
Government is for the Government to 
have to pay more than 3 percent for its 
money, or if this money is not paid back, 
but the money is being paid back and the 
Government is borrowing its money for 
less than 3 percent. I say to you, in all 
candor and in all fairness~ that it will 
not cost the Government any money; 
that it is a good thing and the amend
merit ·should be adopted. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SOUTH. I yield. 
Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Will it 

not be necessary with this increase of 
funds for the Federal Government to 
borrow this $15,000,000 in order to be 
able to release it to the farmers? 

Mr. SOUTH. It has to borrow the 
money, certainly. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Then it 
increases the burden of borrowing money 
for the Government at this time ·when 
we are selling bonds to prosecute the war. 

Mr. SOUTH. Does the gentleman 
think it will be paid back? 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Even 
though it may be paid back, the gentle
man knows we shall have to borrow every 
dollar for it, as well as to prosecute the 
war. 

Mr. SOOTH. Does the gentleman 
mean to say these loans are not being 
paid back into the Treasury? 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. It is a 
little diflicult to follow all the gentle
man's questions. 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SOUTH. I yield. 
Mr. POAGE. The Government is bor

rowing money for considerably less than 
3 percent and lending it at 3 percent, and 
the money is being paid back, so there is 
actually a profit on the deal. 

Mr. SOUTH. That is absolutely 
correct. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

3 minutes to the gentleman from Wis
consin [Mr. JoHNs]. 
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Mr. JOHNS. Mr. Speaker, I have been 

thinking about this quite a bit. Every
body, I believe, realizes that I .am rather 
conservative, and I do not like to see this 
Government borrow any more money 
than it has to borrow, but I have been 
impressed with this one fact: That we 
can borrow money and give it or lend it 
to every foreign country in the world, 
but we cannot take care of $50,000,000 to 
lend to the people of this country._ I read 
i.n the newspaper last night where we had .. 
not even been asked by certain countries. 
for help but we had offered to . extend 
this. lend-lease ·program to Poland, Bel- · 

· gium, and Greece. If we can borrow 
money to give to these-foreign countries,
or lend to them, we ought to be able to 
raise $50,000,000 to look after the third 
of the people· of this country who are 
underclothed, underfed, or do not know 
what they are going to .do. 

When this war is. over-it does not 
make any difference how soon-some of 
these men are going to come back and be 
very glad to have a little ·bit of land,. be-. 
cause. there will not be any business left· 
in this country and many people have 
got to go back to the.farm. · 

Mr. M.URRAY. Mr. Speaker; will tlie. 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. JOHNS. I yield. 
Mr. MURRAY. Do I understand the 

gentleman to say that he is going to pub_
lj.cly subscribe to a loan· program with a . 
40-year repayment period at a 3 percent 
interest rate when th·e rest of the farmers 
have to pay 3% percent and that farm. 
loans under certain administration'-pro-

, posed legislation is going to be more than 
3% p~rcent? 
~ Mr. JOHNS. I do. not know anything 

about that; there is ·nothing said' abo:ut 
that here _or how much they are going to 
be charged for it. My contention is that 
if we can lend all kinds of funds to for
eign countries we certainly can find a 
way to raise funds . to· take care of our 
own people; and I believe the gentleman 
from Wisconsin realizes that. 
. [Here the gavel fell.J 
. Mr. TARVER. Mr. Spe.aker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Okla
homa [Mr. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Speaker, the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has presented an unanswerable argument
when he calls attention to the fact that 
we are lending millions of dollars to for
eign governments, which we do .not pre
tend to even express the hope that we will 
get back, and at the same _time refusing 
to lend money to our own American 
farmers, whose sons are now defending 
us and our liberties, in order that they 
might purchase homes for themselves 
and their families. · 

Maybe it is necessary to make these 
vast loans to foreign governments. If 
such loans are essential to win the war, 
then the American people will offer no 
objection to them. The winning of the 
war at this time is more important than 
any other consideration, but I submit in 
all seriousness that to make such foreign 
loans which will not be repaid and refuse 
loans to the thousands of tenant farmers 
who are clamoring for an opportunity to . 
own their own homes just does not make 
sense. 

As was pointed out by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MAHON], the record of 
the Farm Security Administration in ad
ministering these loans has been out
standing. The record of collections is 
almost unbelievable. 'More than 99 per
cent of the loans have actually been col
lected, a record unequaled in the history 
of any other agency of government. 
That not only speaks well for the Farm 
Security Administration, but it is also a 
glowing tribute to the 18,000 farmers who 
have been able to purchase farms lJ,nder 

1 this program. It is a guaranty that the 
8,00.0 additional farmers who may be able 
to purchase farms if the Senate amend-

, ment is .agreed to will also pay back to the 
Government every dollar borrowed with. 
interest. The fact is I am advised that 
many farmers under this program have 
paid 3, 4, and 5 years in ad;vance in order 
to cut down the principal and save the 

1 
interest. Yet, despite . this remarkable 
record, there are Members who continue 
to stand on the floor of. this· House and 
refer to the farm-tenancy program as a 
gift or as wastefulextravagance . . · . 

I am glad of the · part I have played in. 
the initiation .of. this farm· tenancy pro
gram. Sbme of us recall that it was not 
an easy task to ·get Congress to appro
priate the . first $10,000,000 to sta.rt the 
pro-gram. It is well known that the able 
gehtleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN], 
the .'distinguished gentleman from New 
York [Mr. TABERJ', and many other gen
tlemen, espetially on the minority side, 
were bitterly opposed to this .program 
from its very inception.- With these gen
tlemen ·I have no quarrel. Cqnsidering 
the fact, however, that more than 60 'per
cent of all the farmers· in the State of 
Oklahoma do not own the land they till 
and that every one of them has a yearn
ing in his breast for an opportunity of 
tilling his own soil, sitting under his own 
roof and· by his .own fireside; and the fact 
that a ·mighty forward sfe:P has been 
made 'in the· direction of'lro:tne ownership, 
I am proud of the active part I had in 
formulating ·the farm tenancy program 
and securing funds with which to oper
ate. It occurs to me that the least this 
House could do would ·be to accept the 
Senate amendment, which is not a dollar 
above the Budget estimate and, if 1 re
member correctly, $10,000,000 below what 
was actually expended during the past 
fiscal year for this worth-while program. 

I hold in my hand a telegram from 
Tom Cheek, president of the Farmers'· 
Union of Oklahoma, in which he ex
presses the hope that Congress · will 
adopt the Senate amendment and follow 
the President of the United States in this 
matter of giving aid and assistance to 
the American farmer .and thus make sure 
that there will be no shortage of foods 
during this war. That is what this 
amendment proposes to do. 

Please bear in mind that on the 
shoulders of the farmers of America rests 
the responsibility of feeding our vast 
Armies .as well as our Allies in many of 
the far-flung parts of the world. Re
gardless of the guns, the planes, and the 
battleships that are so essential to the 
winning of the war, we must not forget 
that a good army must be well fed and 
well clothed. This program will en
courage the farmers to stay on the farm 

or return to .the farm and grow the 
countless farm commodities that are so 
essential to the winning of the war. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri, our dis
tinguished chairman. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Does not 
my good fri-end, who has always been a 
tower of -strength for all benefidal agri
cultural legislation, believe that we could 
defer this legislation until after the . .war 
and . then buy . this land cheaper and 
thereby place a smaller burden . upon the 
man who . buys it and must ultimately 
pay for it? 
- Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I thank 
the chairman for his compliment. An
swering his question, I would say, ·first; 
that it . is only a matter. of conJecture 
as to how -long this war wlll last or what 
will-l:lappen to land prim~& when . thi-s war 

. ts ov~r. :aowever, if I recall correctly,. 
for several months,_ maybe a year or so, 
after World _War No. 1, the price of land 
actually advanced. -

. [Here the gavel feli.J 
Mr. _TARVER. . Mr. 'Speaker, -I .yield 

, 2 minutes to. the gentleman from Mich
igan [Mr. CRAWFORD]. . 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask. 
unanimous consent to include as · a ·part 
of my remarks three statements issued 
bY the Treasury under date of May 9, 
June 1, and June 8. 

The SP~AKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman' from Mich
igan [Mr. CRAWFORD]? 

There was no objection. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., 'May 9, 1942.-Sale Of 

United States Savings bonds for the first year 
of the defense savings program-from May 1, ·· 
1941, through April 30, 1942-totaled $5,389,--

1 350,000, as compared with sales. of $935,191',.; . 
326 of the old United States Savings bonds 
("baby , bonds") during. the corresponding_12 
J:AOnths from May 1, 1940, t.1rough April 30, 
194}. the Tr~asury I?epartment announced 
~da~ · · 

Comparative sales by months follow: 
May ~940 through April1941 

1940: . 
May------------- _______ .__ 
June ______ .: _____________ , 

JulY-----~ ----------~--~-August _________________ _ 
September ______________ _ 

October--------------..:-:. November _____________ , __ 
December _______________ , 

1941: 

$61,171,766 
45,253,723 
65; 838,577 
49,411,194 
43,142,160 
48,402,306 
46,320,821 
76,486,179 

January __________ :_ ___ ;_ __ . 178,599,971 
February ________________ · ·115, 571,959 

March----~-------------- 126,340,398. 
ApriL.------------------ · 78, 652, 272 

Total---~-------------· 935,191,326 
May 1941 through April 1942. 

1941: May ____________________ _ 
June ___________________ _ 
July ____________________ _ 

August--------~---------
September __________ ~- ---
October ________________ _ 
November ______________ _ 

December---------------· 
1942: 

$349,818,127 
314,527,308 
342,131,533 
265,606,084 
232,327,486 
270,713,177 
233,487,123 
528,598,694 

· January _________________ 1,060,546,352 
February___________ _____ 703,20~345 

March___________________ 557,891 , 869 
ApriL.--.,.--------'- ------ . 530, 501, 925 

Total-----------------· 5,389,350,023 



5082 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE JUNE 9 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 1, 1942.-May 

sales of War Savings Bonds were $634,357,000 
or 5.7 percent more than the $600,000,000 
quota set for the Nation during the month, 
Secretary Morgenthau announced today. In 
announcing that the first national monthly 
quota had been exceeded, the secretary said 
the sale of War Bonds, by series, was divided 
as follows: 

8eri·es E bonds, $421,831,000; series F, $42,-
465,000; and series G, $170,060,000. 

The War Savings Bond quota for the Na
tion for June will be $800,000,000, while the 
monthly quota for July and thereafter will 
be $1,000,000,000. 

Total cash deposits at the Treasury for 
all three series of bonds by months: May 
1941, $349,818,000; June $314,527,000; July 
$342,132,000; August, $265,606,000; September, 
$232,327,000; October, $270,713,000; Novem
ber, $233,487,000; December, $528,599,000; 
January, $1,060,546,000; February, $703,200,-
000; March, $557,892,000; April, $530,502,000; 
May, $634,357,000. Total, May 1, 1941, 
through May 31, 1942, $6,023,707,000. 

All figures are rounded to nearest thou
sands, and will not necessarily add to totals. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., June 8, 1942.-The 
Treasury Department today announced the 
break-down by States in the sales of War 
Savings Bonds for the month of May. 

The national quota for the month of May 
was $600,000,000. National sales for the 
month were $634,356,000, or more than 5.7 
percent above the amount set. A table 
showing State sales for May follows: 
Comparison of actual sales of War Savings 

bonds, se1·ies E, F, and G, by States, May 
1942, with quotas established tor the month 

[In thousands of dollars) 

Per-
Actual Differ- cent 

State sales Quota ence actual 
sales to 
quota 

----
Alabama _____________ 5, 285 3, 787 1, 498 139.6 Arizona ___ _______ ---- 1, 966 1, 358 608 .144. 8 
Arkansas __ ---------- 3, 556 2,682 874 132.6 California ____________ 41,225 40,011 1, 214 103.0 Colorado _____________ 4, 327 4,086 241 105.9 
Connecticut._------- 16, 518 13,228 3,290 124.9 
Delaware.- --------- - 1, 649 1, 861 -212 88.6 
District of Col urn bia. 5, 95S 6,179 -22I 96.4 
Florida ______ -------- 6,716 5, 794 922 115.9 Georgia ______________ 6,439 5, 365 1,074 120.0 
Idaho ________ -------- 2, 208 1, 451 757 152.2 illinois _______________ 52,227 49,300 2, 927 105.9 Indiana __________ ---- 14,910 10,926 3,984 136.5 
Iowa _____ ------------ 13,870 9,000 4,870 154.1 
Kansas __ ------~----- 5, 290 4, 617 673 114.6 Kentucky ________ _: __ 6,177 5, 558 619 111.1 Louisiana .. __________ 5,875 4,944 931 118.8 Maine ______________ 4,146 3, 295 851 125.8 
Maryland __ --------- 8, 392 9, 079 -687 92.4 Massachusetts _____ . __ 28,738 28,771 -33 99.9 Michigan ____________ 26,240 21,647 4, 593 121.2 Minnesota . . ________ _ 12,574 11,657 917 107.9 
Mississippi.--------- 3, 698 2,905 793 127.3 
MissourL.----.----- 18,713 17,075 1,638 109.6 
Montana.----------- 2,156 2, 785 -629 77.4 
Nebraska ____ ------ __ 4, 590 1!, 286 1, 304 139.7 Nevada ____ __________ 692 581 Ill 119.1 
New Hampshire _____ 2, 16S 1, 895 273 114.4 
New Jersey--- ------- 22,889 26,727 -3,838 85.6 New Mexico __ _______ I, 185 1, 055 130 112.3 New York __________ _ 106,671 125,000 -18,329 85.3 North Carolina ______ 8,190 5,889 2, 301 139.1 
North Dakota _____ __ 2, 059 1, 393 666 147.8 Ohio ______ ___________ 35,899 31,769 4,130 113.0 
Oklahoma.---------- 5, 919 5, 389 530 109.8 Oregon _____________ 5, 676 li, 611 65 101.2 Pennsylvania ________ 53, 514 ~3. 814 -300 99.4 Rhode Island ________ 4, 404 5, 352 -948 82.3 
South Carolina ______ 3, 097 2, 453 644 126.3 
South Dakota _______ 1, 731 1, 239 492 139.7 
'1'ennessee __ --------- 6,484 5,141 1, 343 ·126.1 Texas ________________ 22,479 18,594 3,885 120.9 Utah _____________ _: __ 2, 057 1, 201 856 171.3 
Vermont_ ____ ~------- 1, 449 1, 205 244 120.3 
Virginia. __ ---------- 9,092 8, 965 127 101.4 
Washington_-------- 11.082 7, 581 3, 501 146.2 
W~st Vi!·ginia ______ __ 4,052 4, 101i -44 98.9 WISconsm ___________ 12, 280 11,977' 303 102.5 Wyoming ____________ 984 1,003 -19 98.1 Alaska .. _____________ 492 198 294 248.5 

Comparison of actual sales of War saVings 
bonds, series E, F, and G, by States, May 
1942, with quotas established for the 
month-Continued ' 

[In thousands of dollars] 

State 

Per

Actual Quota Differ- a~~~~ 
sales ence sales to 

quota 
--------1----1--- ------
Canal.~onc__________ 190 
Haw:> .. u .. -- ---------- 5, 985 
Puerto Rico_________ 183 
Virgin Islands _______ ---- -- --

190 
992 4, 993 603. 3 
214 -31 85.5 

9 -9 

TotaL ________ 634, 356 600,000 34, 356 105. 7 

NOTE.-Figures in this table are based on preliminary 
telegraphic reports and are subject to revision. 

Source: Office of the Secretary of the Treasury Divi
sion of Research and Statistics June fl, 194.2. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, the 
language of the pending bill provides 
that the money shall be borrowed from 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
at 3 percent per annum. In order for 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
to get the money, it has to go to the 
Treasury of the United States. The 
Treasury has to go to the people and the 
banks of this country. At the present 
time the Treasury has a tremendous drive 
under way to have our people purchase a 
billion dollars worth of securities per 
month. In the month just closed we 
touched a fraction over $600,000,000. The 
Treasury is calling for $800,000,000 for 
June and $1,000,000,000 per month from 
there on. 

This is no time to increase the farm
tenant operations. When the price-con
trol bill was before our committee, I in
terrogated Secretary VVickard in regard 
to this question of increased farm land 
prices, and I asked him what he thought 
the people of this country would do when 
they were driven out of the speculative 
market by the fixing of prices through the 
Price Administrator. He said in sub- · 
stance he had not given that too much 
thought. I told him, "You will see land 
values go up considerably." That was 
during last August that we were discuss
ing this. Since then land values have 
gone up, and they will continue to go up 
as investors and speculators move out of 
these commodity markets into farm real 
estate. You are pitting the future of the 
farm tenant against the bids of the men 
who ·have the money to put into farms. 
This is no time to indulge . in this pro
gram, and I hope the amendment will be· 
defeated. 

Mr. Speaker, if we have any economic 
sense of balance at all it is high time we 
began to use some of it. Any man 
who wants to be sensible and who can 
comprehend the gravity of a situation 
can well afford to heed the circumference 
of the $200,000,000,000 war undertaking 
we are imposing upon the Nation and the 
financing problem which now confronts 
the Treasury of · the United States. The 
forthcoming tax bill will necessarily 
impose burdens upon our people which 
they do not now comprehend but which 
will bear heavily upon their economic 
backs in the months to come. The 
financing burden that will rest upon the 
Treasury after its receipt of the greatly 

increased tax revenue will be the most 
staggering any Treasurer has ever had 
to manage. It is not yet too clear just 
what type of program the Treasury will 
be forced to follow. We can well afford 
to eliminate from present financing every 
nonessential and nonwar project that is
presented to us for consideration. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Wiscon
sin [Mr. HULL]. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, my views re
garding action on this amendment are 
similar to those expressed by my col
league from Wisconsin [Mr. JoHNS]. 

Congress has increased the limit of 
lending for the R. F. C. to approximately 
$15,000,000,000. We have already appro
priated about $161,000,000,000 for war 
purposes and we are going to appropriate 
in a few days, probably without a dissent
ing vote, another $39,000,000,000. It is 
all necessary to win the war. 

While that ha·s been going on, our Gov- · 
ernment has been extensively lending 
money to people in other nations. we· 
have lent $110,000,000 to Argentina, much 
of which is still in the banks of Argentina. 
not used. We lent them another $65,-
000,000 for a farm program for Argentine 
farms. They made some use of that. Ar
gentina recently sold 10,000 tons of corn 
at $4 per ton to Uruguay to be used for 
fuel. We have loaned Mexico $25,000,000 
or $30,000,000 and we are getting ready 
to lend them more. The papers today 
announce a loan of $34,000,000 to develop 
the steel industry in Brazil. These are 
only a few of hundreds of such loans. · 

The only place where the shoe pinches, 
the only place in which we are called to 
account by some economy advocates re
garding the extension of credit is when 
some poor farmer here at home wants to 
get a loan to buy a little piece of land 
out in my section or in some other sec
tion of the country. Then is when Con
gress commences to talk about the ne
cessity of restricting loans. 

Let me call your attention to this one 
fact in connection With those farmers. 
There are over 4,000,000 farmers in the 
United States who have an average in- · 
come of less than $500 a year, right in 
these times when everybody is talking 
about the increased cost of living, just 
as though the cost of living has not gone 
up on the farm. 

According to departmental estimates 
the gross income of all the farmers for 
1941 was less than 12 percent of the na
tional income. The gross income of the 
small farm owners and tenant farmers 
was approximately two billions of dollars, 
or less than 2 percent of the national in- · 
come, al.though they comprise 16 percent 
of the total population and certainly, the 
Senate amendment under discussion 
should be concurred in. The food supply 
of our Nation comes from small farms as 
well as larger plantations. . The loans 
proposed will aid in insuring that food 
supply in the future as well as during the 
war. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 

minutes to the gentleman from Wiscon
sin [Mr. GEHRMANN], 
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Mr. GEHRMANN. Mr. Speaker, I 
hope the House will concur in the mo
tion that has been offered by the gentle
man from Georgia to increase the -farm 
tenant loan provision from $25,000,000 to 
$40,000,000. I certainly concur in what 
both my colleagues who preceded me 
from my State have said. We evidently 
have money enough and never squabble 
about lending it to any group, including 
farmers in South America. Certainly 
the farmers of the Argentine or any 
other countries of the world are no more 
important than our own farmers. While 
I favor friendly relations with other 
countries, it seems to me that our own 
farmers should come first. I have not 
heard anybody objecting to providing a 
loan for other countries, and they were 
not for war purposes either. 

When this bill was under considera
tion earlier, I read parts of hundreds of 

·letters concerning this matter and noted 
the contentment those writers expressed 
over the fact that now they were able to 
own their own little homes, that they 
were making progress, that they felt 
happy about it and were contented. 
Then I have received dozens of letters, 
and I have no doubt that many of you 
are also getting them right along, from 
people trying to get a loan bu.t who find 
there is no more money available for that 
purpose. This is not a gift but a loan, 
an.d the record of repayment is nearly 
perfect. 

After all we must make progress to 
stem this tide of absentee owne:t:ship. 
We must do it. I think our duty first is 
to our own farmers, before we think 
about farmers in other sections of the 
world, as much as we approve of the good
neighbor policy. Therefore, I hope we 
will not turn down this motion because 
this program is self-sustaining, and it is 
not costing the Government any money. 
Certainly we ought to make it possible to 
continue the program so our tenants can 
get this assistance and become farm 
owners. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair being in doubt, the House divided, 
and there were-ayes 47, noes 90. 

So the motion was rejected. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, in view 

of the vote just had, I move that the 
House insist on its disagreement to Sen
ate amendments numbered 90 and 91. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 93: On page 86, 

line 16, strike out "$3,341,182" and insert 
"$3,295,575." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ·move 
that the House insist on its disagree- · 
ment to the Senate amendment. 

l'he motion was agreed to. 
·The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent th~t Senate amend
ments numbered 95 and 96 be considered 
together. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 95: On page 87, 

line 3, strike out "$25,319,557" and insert 
"$50,319,557." 

Senate amendment No. 96: On page 88, 
line 9, strike out "$70,000,000" and insert 
"$125,000,000." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House insist upon its disagree
ment to Senate amendments numbered 
95 and 96. · 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 97: On page 89, 

line 7, after "program" insert "except for 
the completion of commitments outstand
ing on June 30, 1942." 

Mr. TARVER.· Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House insist upon its disagree
ment to Senate amendment numbered 
97. 

The motion was agreed to. 
·The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that Senate amend
ments numbered 101 and 102, which in
volve the same question, be considered 
together. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 101: On page 93, 

line 13, strike out "5" and insert "10." 
Senate amendment No. 102: On page 93, 

line 18, strike out "5" and insert "10." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House insist upon its disagree
ment to Senate amendments numbered 
101 and 102. 
· The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to reconsider the votes by which action 
was taken on the several motions in the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6709) 
today, and lay that motion on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous ·consent that all Members 
speaking on the Agricultural Appropria
tion bill today have permission to revise 
and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENDING AND AMENDING CERTAIN 

EMERGENCY. LAWS RELATING TO THE 
MERCHANT MARINE 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent for the present considera
tion of the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 
130) to extend and amend certain emer
gency laws relating to the merchant ma
rine, and for other purposes, for the con
sideration of which a rule has been 
granted. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Vir
ginia? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the joint resolution, 

as follows: 
Resolved, etc., That the provisions of each 

of the following acts and resolutions, and all 
authority thereunder, are hereby continued in 
full force · and effect until 6 months after 
the termination of the present war shall have 
been proclaimed or, in the case of any one 
or more of such acts and resolutions, until 
such earlier time as the Congress by con
current resolution or the President may des
ignate: Public Resolution No. 74, Seventy
sixth Congress, approved May 14, 1940; Public 
Resolution No. 82, Seventy-sixth Congress, 
appro~ed June 11, 1940; Public, No. 831, Sev
enty-sixth Congress, approved October 10, 
1940; Public Law 46, Seventy-seventh Con
gress, approved May 2, 1941; Public Law 101, 
S3venty-seventh Congress, approved June 6, 
19'):1; Public Law 173, Seventy-seventh Con
gress, approved July 14, 1941; and all au
thority of the Commission under such acts 
and resolutions, insofar as the same pertains 
to functions and duties of the Commission 
transferred to the Administrator of the War 
Shipping Administration by the President's 
Executive order of February 7, 1942 (No. 9054; 
7 Federal Register 837), shall be performed 
by such Administrator in conformity with 
such Executive order. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, this bill 
simply extends the effective time of some 
existing laws that are scheduled to ex
pire on certain dates as emergency legis
lation. 

As to the first law there was some con
fusion about the expiration date as no 

• definite date was fixed. The others con
tain the date of June 30, 1942, except one 
law which expires June 30, 1943. This 
measure brings uniformity as to the time 
prescribed for this particular legislation. 
There was no opposition to the joint reso
lution in committee, and no opposition 
to the granting of a rule in the Rules 
Committee. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLAND. I yield. 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, after the· 

committee had heard the explanation 
of the gentleman from Virginia when 
appearing before the Rules Committee 
they unanimously agreed that a rul~ 
should be granted, and I am pleased that 
unanimous consent has been granted 
the gentleman to call up the measure 
without the rule. It is a meritorious bill 
and should be passed. 

The Senate joint resolution was or
dered to be read a third time, was read 
the third time, and passed, and a motion 
to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The title was amended. 
A similar House joint resolution <H. J. 

Res. 492) was laid on the table. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. MAGNUSON .. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TENEROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the RECORD. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection.-
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to extend there
marks I made this afternoon and to 
include therein a communication re
ceived from the Assistant to the Secre
tary of Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from M_as
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the RECORD and to include 
therein an editorial from the Fresno Bee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to extend the remarks 
which I made this afternoon by includ
ing a telegram from the president of the 
National Farmers' Union. 

The SPEAKER. -Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Kan
sas? 

There was no objecti9n. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Miss SuMNER of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that after 
the other special orders for today I may 
proceed for 2 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentlewoman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the RECORD and to include a short edi
torial from the Mansfield News-Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr: BAUMHART~ Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks in the RECORD and to include 
a letter from a constituent. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. SANDERS. . Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the RECORD and include a telegram 
from the Governor of Louisiana. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. DOMENGEAUX. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks and include two resolutions passed 
by t~e Legislature of :-the State of Lou
isiana. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
and include an article in the Washington 
Post this Sunday last. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Speaker, after the 
special orders today I ask unanimous 
consent to address the House for 5 min-
u~~ . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION 
B7'.LL, 1943 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
imous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table the bill H. R. 7041, making appro
priations for the Government of the Dis
trict of Columbia and other activities 
chargeable in whole or in part against 
the government of the District of Co
lumbia, and for other purposes, ending 
June 30, 1943, and for other purposes, 
with Senate amendments thereto, dis
agree to the Senate amendments, and ask 
for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I re

serve the right to object. The Senate 
added a legislative rider to this bill. The 
Comptroller General rendered a decision 
which prevented select committees of the 
House from calling on all departments 
and independent agencies for certain 
help in connection with their investiga
tions. They have been running wild, 
even going so far as to demand that the 
heads of some of the departments and · 
agencies appoint men. They would insist 
they be put on their pay roll, and then 
delegate them to serve with the select 
committees. The Comptroller General 
very properly held he would take excep
tions to the paying of such men and also 
went much further in saying who could 
and who could not serve on select com
mittees. The Comptroller General ren
dered a real public service. In my 
opinion this is a matter for the legislative 
committees of the House. 
• If it is to be done it should be done by 
joint resolution, and should come to the 
Committee on Expenditures for hear
ing-s. This is legislation on an appro
priation bill, and if it had been presented 
on the floor of the House it would have 
been subject to a point of order. In view 
of that, I ask the gentleman from Texas 
if he will not bring the amendment back 
for a special vote in the House. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. , Speaker, the 
amendment to which the gentleman re
fers is very far reaching indeed, and ap
plies not only to matters affecting the 
District of Columbia, but to all other ap
propriation bills, and is so far reaching 
that I think he can be assured that the 
conferees will give due consideration to 
the matter and if we should decide to 
agree to it that we will certainly bring 
the matter back for a separate vote in 
theHo~~ · 

Mr. COCHRAN. That is perfectly 
satisfactory to me. I will say it does not 
apply to the District of Columbia, but 
applies generally to Government de
partments and independent agencies, and 
has no place on this bill. 

Mr. ·MAHON. That is correct. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Texas? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER appointed the follow

ing conferees: Mr. MAHON, Mr. HOUSTON, 
Mr. BEAM, Mr. HARRINGTON, Mr. THOMAS 
of New Jersey, Mr. STEFAN, Mr. CASE of 
South Dakota, and Mr. LAMBERTSON. 

COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS 

Mr. COSTELLO. I ask unanimous 
consent that the Committee on Military 
Affairs have until midnight to file a con-

ference report and statemerlt upon the 
pay bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
.the request of the gentleman from C~li
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
WAR-DAMAGE INSURANCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
MARTIN J. KENNEDY] for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Mr. 
Speaker, I have asked for this time so 
that I might bring to the attention of the 
House -a matter which I consider impor
tant. The Secretary of Commerce, in a 
press release dated June 2, in explanation 
of the coverage provided by a war
damage insurance policy, states that the 
policies will be issued for a 12-month 
period, to cover physical loss of real and 
personal property which may result from 
enemy attacks or action of our own forces 
in resisting enemy attacks. 

I am sure it was the intention of Con
gress to protect the people against all 
sorts of damage arising out of our mili
tary activities. For example, over our 
country today there are flying Canadian 
planes. Canada is a friendly nation, but 
that does not prevent them from having 
plane accidents. Bombs might fall from 
their carriers or the plane might fall. 
Under the language of the War Damag~ . 
Insurance Act, a person whose property 
is damaged by one of these Canadian . 
planes might find it impossible to collect 
one penny for his damages. Should our 
planes, while flying over the United 
States on a false alarm, have trouble and 
damage property, · the property owners 
might find their claims contested on the 
grounds that there was no "enemy attack 
or action of our own forces in resisting 
enemy attack." 

I am inclined to believe that the War 
Damage Insurance Corporation and the 
Secretary of Commerce, Mr. Jones, 
should be willing to amend that provision 
in the policy so as to meet contingencies 
of the sort I suggested, but unfortunately, 
the interpretation of the policy cover
age as given by the War Damage Cor
poration seems to exclude any damage 
except damage resulting from actual 
enemy attack or resisting enemy attack. 

Because there are thousands of planes 
flying over our cities, and the number of 
accidents which are occurring, it is our 
duty to restate for the benefit of the War 
Damage Corporation, on behalf of our 
constituents, that it was the intention 
of Congress to cover every home owne:r; 
whose property was damaged as a result 
of war activity not specifically excluded. 

Under this act, unless we are resisting 
attack, your constituent might not be 
covered. If that plane, tJYing over from 
Canada on a peaceful mission should do 
any damage, there would also be the pos
sibility that liability would be denied 
under the act. 

I have . discussed these problems with 
folks in the War Damage Insurance Cor
poration and, as a result of those discus
sions, I am of the opinion that there is a 
sympathetic feeling to my proposal to 
extend the language so as to specifically 
include the damage I have described. I 
ask every Member of Congress to give 
this subject his special attention, and if 
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you agree with me, communicate your 
views to the War Damage Insurance Cor
poration. 

The policy form is now being prepared 
and millions of copies will go out in the 
next few days, as the insurance goes into 
effect July 1. We should have this mat
ter settled before that time. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. I yield. 
Mr. JENSEN. Would the gentleman 

explain how it would be possible for this 
damage to occur by planes flying over 
New York? 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Let us 
assume there was a false air-raid alarm; 
a plane went out and something might 
happen to its mechanism from which 
great damage might ensue. Under the 
interpretation given the existing law by 
the War Damage Insurance Corporation· 
there might be some question as to cov
erage. Let us take a plane crossing from 
Canada, through some mishap it might 
fall. There would be serious doubt as to 
liability under this policy, and still no 
one would say this was not in connection 
with our war activities. 

Mr. JENSEN. Would it not be rather 
difficult to determine whether the dam
age was caused on account of a false 
alarm? 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Oh, I do 
not want to restrict it to a false alarm. 
If damage results from the operation of 
an Army or -Navy plane in the ordinary 
course of its duty in connection with war 
activities-and they are all war activi
ties now-the owner of that property 
should be covered by war damage insur
ance, because after all it is part and par
cel of our war activities. Let us give as 
much protection to the home and prop
erty owner as possible and not seek to 
limit it in any way or make doubtful his 
right of recovery because of an unhappy 
choice of language. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

<Mr. THILL asked and was given per
mission to revise and extend his own re
marks.) 

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that business in 
order on Calendar Wednesday this week 
may be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Under previous order 

of the House, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. O'TooLE] is recognized for 10 
minutes. 

THE RADIO 

Mr. O'TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, the in
vention of the radio has perhaps done 
more to bring back home life and home 
entertainment than any other single 
force generated in the last 50 years. The 
automobile and many other inventions 
did much to disrupt home life. The 
automobile, in particular, was an agency 
that took people from their homes and 
led to a great extent in the development 
of mass centers of entertainment, such 
a.s the roadhouse and similar institutions. 

The radio made it possible for people 
to gather in the evenings in their homes 
and listen to varied forms of entertain
ment that seemed to improve as the life 
of radio extended. People were provided 
with both entertainment and knowledge. 
Learned professors and savants in all 
fields of human endeavor lectured to our 
people and helped to improve their intel
lectual standards. The finest actors of 
the spoken stage portrayed the great 
roles of the theater. The comedian gave 
that degree of lightness and froth that 
was necessary to bring about a well
established and balanced life. 

The American standards of broadcast
ing both as to quality and quantity were 
far beyond the wildest dreams of any 
European· network. Lately, however, 
there has been a great reduction in 
quality. There has been a tendency on 
the part of the so-called comedians to 
engage in salaciousness at the expense 
of humor. Anyone who knows the the
ater · in America is well aware that its 
decline was brought about by the intro
duction of lewdness, obscenity, and sa
laciousness. The introduction of these 
factors made it almost impossible at cer
tain times for people who respected each 
other to attend a theatrical performance 
jointly. A few of the old-time managers 
and producers, such as the great George 
M. Cohan, endeavored to carry on for 
a clean stage, but they were not very 
successful. Now if radio intends to turn 
the same corner that led the stage to 
destruction, I think we must protest. ' 

Broadcasting is not a natural right. 
It is a licensed privilege, and as a priv
ilege it should be treated with respect by 
those who have been given this license 
and who have made fortunes for them
selves, their sponsors, and their writers. 
While I do not desire censorship of the 
radio, being too great a believer in the 
privilege of free speech, I cannot fail to 
take cognizance of the fact that no man, 
no matter how strong the guaranty of 
free speech, can walk the streets of our 
cities and towns and call out indecent 
and salacious statements. Neither have 
these companies or sponsors the right to 
pump into our homes that which is not 
clean. We, who buy the products, are 
assembled fathers and mothers, boys and 
girls, young and old, and we insist that 
the sanctity of our homes be preserved. 
Can it be that these funny men have 
such a limited intellect that they have 
already exhausted all fun-making pos
sibilities, and must now go back to the 
filth of their burlesque-house begin~ 
nings? Are they admitting to the world 
their intellectual limitations? 

I know what their response will be. 
They will say that they are good, pa
triotic Americans. That at the present 
time they are traveling from camp to 
camp giving entertainment to the men 
in service. Do not be misled by this hid
ing behind the flag, for these sponsored 
programs given in the various camps are 
the best form of advertising for both the 
sponsors and the performers. They are 
all receiving exactly the same salaries 
that they received when the programs 
emanated from commercial studios. If 
these performances did not have the ad-

ditional advertising value, they would not 
be made. 

If the broadcasting industry does not 
attempt to clean its stables, I can assure 
them that the effort will be made from 
other sources. I do not promise them 
this, I pledge it. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 

RAMSPECK) . Under the previous order of 
the House, the gentlewoman from Illinois 
[Miss SUMNER] is r€cognized for 2 min
utes. 

GASOLINE RATIONING 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
if, as the President has said, the pur
pose of gasoline rationing in the Midwest 
is to conserve tires, I suggest that there 
is a better way to do it. -

Leon Henderson's repeated threats 
that he may requisition tires and auto
mobiles so as to save rubber, is doing more 
to encourage nonessential driving in our 
part of the country than any other cir
cumstance. 

Quite a few of our people instinctively 
distrust Mr. Henderson. Some of them 
even think he would like to deprive them 
of their cars so as to make them "feel" 
the war. To put the Midwest, where 
gasoline is plentiful, under the same ra
tioning rules as the East, where it is done 
because of the gas scarcity, they point 
out, seems heartless, unjust, and incom
petent. Like the fable of the fox who 
lost his tail in a trap and then tried to 
persuade other foxes to cut off their tails 
also. 

In our part of the country distances 
between towns are so much greater, busi
ness is so much more dependent upon 
automobiles that the effect of rationing 
will inevitably be more devastating eco
nomically than here where most of us 
who are deprived of our automobiles can 
hop a bus or taxicab and take rides on 
unlimited gasoline. 

If the President or Henderson will see 
fit to assure the people that in the Mid
west there will be no seizure by the Go.v
ernment of motorcars which are used 
chiefly for essential business purposes, 
farming, delivering, and so forth, giving 
the people a clear idea of what should be 
considered essential driving, I believe 
that you will see soldierly cooperation. 
Our midwestern citizens are exceeding 
quotas in enlistments, war savings 
stamps, and other expressions of patri
otism, and they will do the same with 
their tires. 

Even now there is much less nonessen
tial driving there than Mr. Henderson 
seems to believe. It is only that they 
arc too sensible and too American to want 
to make unnecessary sacrifices, and no
body wants to be forced to give up his 
car to some politician to be used, per
haps, for "boondoggling." 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois: I yield. 
Mr. GIFFORD. I want to compliment 

the gentlewoman for saying "ray-tion
ing" instead of "rash-ioning." Let us 
take all the rats out of this thing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the previous order of the House, the gen
tleman from California [Mr. RoLPH] is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 
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PATRIOTISM OF THE WOMEN OF AMERICA 

Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Speaker, the Ameri
can women are doing a wonderful job. 
In every crisis the womanhood of this 
country always rises to the occasion. The 
present situation is a repetition of those 
earlier chapters of the history of the Re
public. Washington, Lincoln, Jefferson 
Davis, McKinley, and Woodrow Wilson 
all received unstinted and wholehearted 
support from the mothers of America. 
President Roosevelt is receiving it now. 
What a thrill almost a week ago when 
13,500 women applied in 1 day for 450 
officer-training enlistments. 

San Francisco is the scene of intense 
activity. San Francisco is the focal point 
for the entire war picture on the west 
coast. Women volunteers are on 24-hour 
service at the Fourth Interceptor Com
mand. Each woman works on a 6-hour 
shift and reports for duty every third 
day. Day and night other women furnish 
hot coffee to the soldiers on guard duty. 
Convenient kitchens are maintained at 
various places throughout the city. Then 
still other women meet incoming trans
ports, seeing that the evacuees are prop
erly cared for and speeded on their way 
to various destinations. Many cases are 
reported of women and children arriving 
from the Tropics not suitably clothed for 
our climate. In each case, without cost
ing the recipient a penny, full outfits are 
furnished by the San Francisco chapter 
of the Red Cross. 

Then we have Hospitality House, lo
cated in the Civic Center. These attrac
tive clubrooms were built by volunteer 
labor, assigned by the San Francisco 
bUilding trades without cost, and with 
materials furnished gratis by the city. 
Men from every section of the country 
visit Hospitality House. The various 
women's groups take turn in acting as 
hostesses. San Francisco is justly proud 
of the reception given to our boys in 
uniform. 

Women from all walks of life are keenly 
interested to do whatever they may to 
help. On June 2, 1942, the San Francisco 
Call Bulletin published an editorial en
titled "Women Train for Defense." In 
tribute to the women of San Francisco I 
am pleased to include this article as part 
of my remarks: 
WOMEN TRAIN FOR DEFENSE-THROUGH THE 

AMERICAN WOMEN'S VOLUNTARY SERVICES, 
SAN FRANCISCO WIVES AND MOTHERS NOW 
MAY LEARN To PROTECT THEIR HOMES 

San Francisco branch of the American 
Women's Voluntary Services has initiated a 
program that -may well become one of its 
finest contributions to the war effort. 

It has arranged a series of lectures in neigh; 
borhood theaters throughout the city de
signed to acquaint San FranciEco's mothers 
and housewives with the parts they can, and 
in fact must, play in civilian defense. 

The lectures will be delivered by authori
ties on various subjects concerning home 
defense. 

The women attending will be instructed on 
how to reorganize their households so that 
their families may enjoy the maximum of 
comfort and happiness under the conditions 
imposed by the war; how to cooperate. with 
their air-raid wardens in equipping blackout 
and gas retreats and in combating incendiary 
bombs and the consequent fires; they will 
learn diet and nutrition, and how to co
operate in conservation and salvage cam
paigns. 

IMPORTANT PROGRAM 

The importance of this program cannot be 
overemphasized. Every woman should con
sider it a privilege and make it a. duty to 
attend the lectures in her community. 

The role of wives and mothers in defend
ing their homes and families is a vital one, 
but one to whose significance San Francisco 
women, unfortunately, are not yet fully 
awake. 

The organized civ111an-defense services can 
go only so far, and when they have reached 
the limits of their capabilities, it is the 
women in their homes who must carry on 
from there. 

It is the women, after all, who must main
tain the morale in their homes. 

And home morale is the heart of· all morale. 
It is the women who must arrange family 

budgets and family diets to maintain their 
families' health and spirits at the highest 
possible level. 

It is the women who must take over many 
of the duties of air raid wardens during day
time, when their men are at their work. 

ROLE OF WOMEN 

It is the women who must minister to the 
sick and disabled, the aged and the infirm 
and the handicapped. 

It is the women, in short, who must 
execute the details of civilian defense in all 
its many phases. In these things the trained 
and organized services can only direct them. 

It is gratifying, then, that the American 
Women's Voluntary Services has arranged 
this program, that San Francisco's women 
may be acquainted with their responsibilities 
and taught how to discharge them. 

Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my own remarks and to include therein 
the article to which I referred. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence 
was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SHANLEY, for 2 days, on account 
of death in family. 

To Mr. MAAs, indefinitely. 
To Mr. BAUMHART, for 6 days, on ac

count of official business. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my own remarks in two respects: 
First, to insert a resolution by the Cham
ber of Commerce of the State of New 
York on the question of life-insurance 
premiums being deducted from income
tax returns; and, second, to include a 
resolution by the Chamber of Commerce 
of the State of New York on war morale. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
· Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, since ob
taining unanimous consent to insert in 
the RECORD the addresses of Lt. Gen. 
Hugh A. Drum and Dr. Dixon Ryan Fox, 
delivered at the commencement day 
luncheon at Columbia University on 
June 2, 1942, I have been informed by 
the Public Printer that these addresses 
will fill 3 pages of the RECORD, at a cost 
of $135. I therefore renew my unani
mous-consent request at this time to in
sert these addresses in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

.'There was no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord
ingly (at 5 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.> 
the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, June 10, 1942, at 12 o'clock 
noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
CoMMITI'EE ON INTERSTATE AND FoREIGN 

CoMMERCE 

There will be a meeting of the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce at 10 a. m., Wednesday, June 10, 
1942. 

Business to be considered: The hear
. ing in connection with the Federal Com

munications Commission. · 
There will be a meeting of the Com

mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce at 10 a.m., Tuesday, June 16, 1942. 

Business to be considered: H. R. 7002, 
to increase agricultural purchasing 
power and to meet the need of combat
ing malnutrition among the people of 
low income by defining and making cer
tain a reasonable .definition and stand
ard of nonfat dry milk solids. 
COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 

There will be a meeting of the com
mittee at 10 a. m. on Wednesday; JlJ_ne 
10, for consideration of war housing, 
room 1324, House Office Building, 

COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND 
. NATURALIZATION 

There will be a meeting of the Com
mittee on Immigration and Naturaliza
tion at 10:30 a. m. on Wednesday, June 
10, 1942, for consideration of H. R. 2119, 
H. R. 2914, H. R. 4222, H. R. 6350, and 
H. R. 6858. 
COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND 

FISHERIES 

The Committee on the Merchant Ma
rine and Fisheries will hold a public 
hearing on Thursday, June 11, 1942, at 
10 a.m., on H. R. 7105, to provide for the 
suspension during the war of operating 
differential subsidy agreements and at
tendant benefits, under title VI of · the 
Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as amended, 
and for other purposes. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu
tive communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1731. A letter from the adjutant general, 
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United 
States, transmitting a set of proceedings of 
the forty-second national Emcampmeht of the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars o! the United 
States, held in Philadelphia, Pa., August 24-
29, 1941 (H. Doc. No. 537); to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed, 
with illustration. 

1732. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to au
thorize the exchange of lands between the 
War Department and the Department of the 
Interior; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

1733. A communication from the Presi
dent of the United States, transmitting a 
supplemental estimate of appropriation for 
the executive office of the President, Office 
for Emergency Management, for the fiscal 
year 1943, in the amount of $70,000,000, to 
cover the expenses of the War Relocation 
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, Authority in performing the !unctions placed 
upon it by Executive Order No. 9102 (H. Doc. 

· No. 780); to the Committee on Appropria
tions and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri: Committee on 
Appropriations. House Joint Resolution 324. 
Joint resolution malting appropriations for 
work relief and relief for the fiscal year end
ing June 30, 1943; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2219). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KELLY of Illinois: Committee on In
terstate- and Foreign Commerce. S. 2066. 
An act to make permane-ntly effective the act 
regulating interstate and foreign commerce 
in petroleum and its products; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2220). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. KEOGH: Committee on Revision of 
the Laws. H. R. 7112. A bill to codify ·and 
enact into absolute law, title 9 of the United 
States Code, entitled "Arbitration"; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2221). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House .on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. KEOGH: Committee on Revision of the 
Laws. H . R . 7113. A bill to codify and enact 
into absolute law title 4 of the United States 
Code, entitled "Flag and seal, seat of govern
ment, and the States"; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2222). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KEOGH: Committee on Revision of 
the Laws. H. R. 7120. A bill to codify and 
enact into absolute law title 6 of the United 
States Code, entitled "Official and Penal 
Bonds"; with amendment (Rept. No. 2223). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs. 
S. 2368. An act to amend the joint resolu
tion approved August 27, 1940 (54 Stat. 858), 
as amended, and the Selective Training and 
Service Act of 1940 (54 Stat. 885) , as 
amended, so as to remove the requirement 
that medical statements shall be furnished 
to those persons performing military service 
thereunder; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2224). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN: Committee on Immigra
tion and Naturalization. H. R. 7152. A bill 
to amend the Nationality Act of 1940 to pre
serve the nationality of citizens residing 
abroad; with amendment (Rept. No. 2225) . 
Referred to the House Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRY: 
H. R. 7209. A bill to amend further the 

Civil Service Retirement Act approved May 
29, 1930, as amended; to the Committee on 
the Civil Service. 

By Mr. MAY: 
H. R. 7210. A bill to authorize the Secre

tary of War to convey to the people of Puerto 
Rico certain real estate now under the juris
diction of the United States; to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SUMNERS of Texas: 
H. R . 7211. A bill to facilitate the disposi

tion of prizes captured by the United States 
during the present war, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: 
H. R. 7212. A bill to amend section 13 (d) 

of the Railroad Unemployment Insurance 
Act; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KEFAUVER: 
H. R. 7213. A bill to provide for the attach

ment, garnishment, execution, or trustee 
proce~s. of wages and salaries of officers and 
civil employees of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VOORHIS of California: 
H . J . Res. 325. Joint resolution to establi~h 

the third week of September as National 
Employ the Physically Handicapped Week; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JARMAN: 
H. Res. 503. Resolution authorizing the 

printing of a revised edition of the Rules and 
Manual of the House of Representatives for 
the Seventy-eighth Congress; to the Com
mittee on Printing. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

3039. By Mr. BEITER: Petition of the 
United Brethren in Christ Sunday School, 
Clarence, N. Y., in behalf of Senate bill 860, 
to prohibit sale of alcoholic beverages OJ?. or 
·near all Army camps and naval bases; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

3040. By Mr. HANCOCK: Petition of Alta 
M. Orr and other residents of Syracw::e, 'N: Y., 
favoring the passage of Senate bill 860; to 
the commitee on Military Affairs. 

3041. By Mr. HEIDINGER: Petition of Rev. 
J. L. Summers and 63 others. reside;nts of 
Carmi, Ill., urging the passage of Somate 
bill 860 and any legislation which provides 
the best possible protection for our men in 
the armed forces against the influence of 
vice and intoxicating liquors; to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

3042. Also, petition submitted by K. Mc
Donald and signed by 242 representative cit
izens of Cave-in-Rock, Ill., and surrounding 
community, urging the passage of Senate bill 
860 as a part of our national defense pro
gram; to the Committee on Military Affa:rs. 

3043 . By Mr. KRAMER: Resolution of the 
City Council of the city of Los Angeles, rela
tive to legislation granting compensation 
benefits to civilian defense volunteers; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3044. By Mr. LAMBERTSON: Petition of 
Mrs. A.M. Russell and 47 others of the High
land Park Methodist Church, Topeka, Kans., 
appealing for legislation which will provide 
the largest possible protection for men in our 
Army and Navy against the insidious influence 
of vice and intoxicating liquors; also urging 
the passage of the Sheppard bill (S. 860); to 
the Committee on Military Affairs . 

3045. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of the 
Western Confectioners Association, at con
vention held at Santa Barbara, Calif., rela
tive to candy as a food of high energy build
ing content and not as a luxury, and there
fore should not be subject to tax on luxuries; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3046. By Mr. SMITH of Ohio: Petition of 
Rev. George P. Kehl and members of two 
Sunday-school classes of the St. Paul's Evan
gelical and Reformed Church, St. Marys, Ohio, 
supporting Senate bill 860; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs . 

3047. By Mr. SUTPHIN: Petition of the 
George P . Vanderveer Post, No. 129, the Amer
ican Legion, Toms River, N. J., urging the 
office of the War Production Board or such 
officials as 'may have juri~diction to raise the 
ceiling price on scrap iron; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
WEDNESDAY, JUN:E 10, 1942 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 

Montgomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Most gracious God, the Father of all 
mercies, we pray that Thy spirit of truth 
may rule and direct our hearts. As our 
fathers have left us a heritage of trial 
and sacrifice, may we realize that we 
have been appointed to a potent min
istry to protect the weak and compre
hend the problems of this modern, broken 
world; it is a deathless reality that the 
immortal soul is nourished by the bread 
of tears. Oh, clothe us with the strength 
of righteous purpose with Thy compan
ionship on the one hand and the fellow
ship of man on the other. 

Teach us, dear Lord, that victory does 
not come to the conquerors but to ·the 
saviors of mankind; to be satisfied with 
anything less is to be spiritually bloodless 
and sightless. We rejoice that with our 
inspirational faith we need not despair 
of the ·human race with the divine opti
mism of our blessed Master who ever 

· inspires hope in the ultimate fulfillment 
of the great picture of man. Heavenly 
Father, call us to our labors with morn
ing faces and with morning hearts, eager 
to work, and if the day be marked with 
hard toil make us strong to bear it. For 
the sake of Him who became poor that 
we might become rich. Amen. 

The _ Journal of the proceedings of yes
terday was read and approved. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
my colleague the gentleman from Ver
mont [Mr. PLUMLEY] be permitted to 
extend his own remarks in the RECORD 
and include therein an editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the RECORD and include there1n 
a poem written by Annie Laurie Rankin, 
daughter of Congressman JoHN E. RAN
KIN of Mississippi, entitled "Wonder." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mon
tana? 

There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mon
tana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, on yes

terday the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CANNON] made the statement that all the 
farm organizations were opposed to the 
sale of 125,000,000 bushels of wheat for 
feed at 85 percent of corn parity, an 
amendment that had been written into 
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